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ltrans:

@ Metro

COMMENT CARD

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT -SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE

NAME: /i/‘ﬂ/‘[ 7 // WDELSTD A PR DATE: 9’/9\’ 7//6’
ADDRESS:_/ 745~ /2% SIEET MES] SU/TEA PHONE: % b/~ 95/-17/7
CITY, STATE, ZIP._/ALIVAALE . LALIF 7355/

E-MAIL ADDRESS:__ LLANVD £ gg)&gc/w/wmm//c/z/;z//gw o

O 1 would like to speak.

O I would like to have the following statement filed for the record.
COMMENT:

ULASE HELP PE IV YUK NP1 ING LIST FOR
THE H/gt DESERT 0P 244 k/’//yﬁ///ﬂ’//’iﬁfﬁ/ﬂ/ SPPILE T

Comments must be received by the close of business on November 1, 2010. Comment cards may be mailed to California Department
of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main Street,
MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012.

‘t COMMENT CARD m Metro
laltrans

e

A
/ i
L 4 ﬁ n éf J _ STATE OF CALIFORNIA

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT - SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE

ember 27, 2010 Z; o
NAME: . fortan A Plavis S A =)y onre._ /A 7/‘/Z
AooRESS: Z T XL/ /Y 7 Lo sV PHONE: L2/ T2 7 & 5 T
CITY, STATE, 2P,/ w fari fa /et Co T 24K L

E-MAIL ADDRESS: g sdwsey 2040 20/ 1 (o 221
O | would like to %ak.

-1 would like to have the following statement filed for the record.
COMMENT:

Ll’//\// ’/Jb‘(r(/ﬁ)fﬂé/’]’ 7}/ 57)\// ‘,A £ y/‘gf V44" {’/y ,/o Y.

> AV By
(3q2(.| To¥h SF tagr)

Comments must be received by the close of business on November 1, 2010. Comment cards may be mailed to California Department
of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main Street,
MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012.
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c COMMENT CARD @ Metro

altrans:

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT -SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE
September 27, 2010
NAME;,_Z Suss~ R )ebe DATE: 4§ -22 -/ 0

ADDRESS:_ 2. 0. Pox 254 PHONE: £ &6/ -2 Y-29( 4
CITY,STATE, 2P LL swo (R 92259 ) (28950 /R ST E )
E-MAIL ADDRESS: b ewo /£ 0) & She (lobal. e T

O I would like to speak.

O I would like to have the following statement filed for the record.
COMMENT:

T TR hlA LT
fs + ?N/M‘Dh-/t ZIA b e 1S Frecuny
R /S Freewr )
Chen~ 1/'// ﬂ; ST 7 e nveed V-, Aokluq fbrisachA B corpletip.,
Lpe LA preed Yhis 72/ read misitbe & problen. (nore ) ¢
L uow | A Li e Mew Rput-eteq down /ﬁﬁ—/}»dnye/g/é( Vemel ALy

Comments must be received by the close of business on November 1, 2010 Comment cards may be mailed to Callfomla Department
of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main Street,
MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012,

c | @ Metro

COMMENT CARD
ltrans:

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT - SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE
September 27, 2010

NAME: /\// lfam (erib DATE:__2/2 7//¢
ADDRESS:_3 730 £al7 Avk 74 PHONE: L (- 92U Y- 4194 7
CITY, STATE, ZIP:_£ /77 (£PHC K 5 & 7/ g

E-MAIL ADDRESS:_4 L7 /= X (4 KAALL s g4

@1 would like to speak. )//(/ 15 LEW) FREEIAY THERE WILL B 12

[T would like to have the following statement filed for the record. </ 7 WY / ;/ Ausia
COMMENT: /

(77) L LOPRESENT THE AlsTé tos YAt Y L/ Vs CALL . p vy
LOCAL_MEMBIRE . AN TDLLLEAL EDR I ELEC O R FHIT SIHSLE S OUT
Br& RIEE FoRk SPECIAL TOULLS, Bl L RAISE T L [ AL
NECLHAIDICE FOLZ  ACt 2L ¢ rME ALTE Fec A 7 / L,
ALTFERNATINE 3 1€ THE BETIEL C/hilA.

Comments must be received by the close of business on November 1, 2010. Comment cards may be mailed to California Department
of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main Street,
MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012.
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c COMMENT CARD @ Metro

atrans:

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT -SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE

. September 27, 2010
nave_ (ke Le [Fevee DATE:_7-27 =10
ADDRESS; 40303  |70°" & PHONE: 264 -200 7

CITY, STATE, ZIP; /)A'L/« opLE
E-MAIL ADDRESS:_ A1 L e Fzr 4229 @PA0L . Coum
O I would like to speak.

O 1 would like to have the following statement filed for the record.
COMMENT:

i -~

/(S wourd BE A GRCAT 8OO TO THE Lave L A Anpi.
woveo Hel 3,000 PEO”LE Ad) A’DELA’MTD/, P

Sawv Bearsnoiro ggguzy/

Comments must be received by the close of business on November 1, 2010. Comment cards may be mailed to California Department
of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main Street,
MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012.

c . TARJETA DE COMENTARIO

w Metro
EL ESTADO DE CALIFORNIA

EL DEPARTAMENTO DE TRANSPORTACION
HDC- PROYECTO DE AUTOPISTA NUEVA RUTA ESTATAL 138- ALCANCE/JUNTA DE INFORME
27 de Septiembre de 2010

NOMBRE: \/t( foci M FECHA: 9-2T1-1&
DOMICILIO: | 5904 Eqst Alepue (-4 TELEFONO: (o) 2ot -H O P60
CIUDAD, ESTADO, CODIGO POSTAL (ZIP): LAk< oS f\na eles Q359

CORREO ELECTRONICO (E-MAIL): €_ ¢ oNOECA N CIOrIG (o NeNoo. Com

O Quisiera hablar.

O Quisiera tener la siguiente declaracién archivada para el registro.
COMENTARIO:

| do NOF Wiount & fr(\eewau N OC neay Y f\uahlucn hood. | J(\:(.(w@c lnfalt’ﬁo

Do hirms wowld ncldde +offic neise. \Nce éas‘ac\ 4 poffic. accidens y

wd loweced prope o m\ulues. Also m concecrned ahout inreaseq uu\lu\\cﬂ

fatalties dut 40 /De(—’d and crinmve \r\*rrc Auced ‘Vy +his proyect.
Using Hhwy 138 Looudd have lesg Taalelete e in thase +edims since” i+ < a\nnd\,
Tne prece det—

Los comentarios deben ser recibidos antes el 1ro de Noviembre de 2010. Las tarjetas de comentarios y/o cartas pueden ser enviadas
al: California Department of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route
138) - 100 South Main Street, MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012.

December 2010



ctn TARJETA DE COMENTARIO

Metro
EL ESTADO DE CALIFORNIA
EL DEPARTAMENTO DE TRANSPORTACION
HDC- PROYECTO DE AUTOPISTA NUEVA RUTA ESTATAL 138- ALCANCE/JUNTA DE INFORME

27 de Septiembre de 2010
NOMBRE: C ORD6r FHimens FECHA:
DOMICILIO: TELEFONO:
CIUDAD, ESTADO, CODIGO POSTAL (ZIP):
CORREO ELECTRONICO (E-MAIL):_ G SpowcvsS Q@& Sdc Gloph | £

O Quisiera hablar.

O Quisiera tener la siguiente declaracion archivada para el registro.
COMENTARIO:

Los comentarios deben ser recibidos antes el 1ro de Noviembre de 2010. Las tarjetas de comentarios y/o cartas pueden ser enviadas
al: California Department of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route
138) - 100 South Main Street, MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012.

c | @ Metro

COMMENT CARD

atrans:

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT - SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE
September 27, 2010

NAME:_ pecna  Chun  C hung DATE:__ 1/24/10
ADDRESS:___§5& N  Madison Ave PHONE:__ $53- %% - %0 ~g¢ir
CITY, STATE, zIP.._ (. A CA  Gooow

E-MAIL ADDRESS:__ Young b ¢ () Gumauils comn
O | would like to speak.

O Iwould like to have the following statement filed for the record.
COMMENT:

1 like & knoy how do yoy appralie  proprty I bauget S vpy were ko buy ik
Do I qek beomm Same of wmnore for I pay? of It cam be  less Shan
T bevpvk

Comments must be received by the close of business on November 1, 2010. Comment cards may be mailed to California Department
of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main Street,
MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012.
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c COMMENT CARD @ Metro

adtrans:

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT -SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE

NAME: r\)e»/ Mary J:rmu{s(m [’a/ SR DATE:___9- 27-20/0
ADDRESS: 9543’ E A«e  clio PHONE: (6 /- 74Y /228"
oy, sTATE, zIP__Lidblevocle  (Son Cloae) (4 G343

E-MAIL ADDRESS: Sehabelydcinile D yahes  Com

O 1 would like to speak. ="

O I would like to have the following statement filed for the record.
COMMENT:

Lo thie Choce Lok by o Depqeck

Comments must be received by the close of business on November 1, 2010. Comment cards may be mailed to California Department
of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main Street,
MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012.

t COMMENT CARD @ Metro

~27-|0 Palmdule Meoﬁgj
STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
HDC-N FW STAT ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT -SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE
Lo/,

NAME: lecn Deaz DATE: Q/‘lf /19
ADDRESS: 29/5¢C |G St E PHONE: (p(s) A (Y 3343
CITY, STATE, ZIP:__ Valmdale. Ch 93591

E-MAIL ADDRESS:
O 1 would like to speak.

O I would like to have the following statement filed for the record.
COMMENT:

¢ fonadw  Ha /x/;/)/ﬁhf 2ohoply
dy .ﬂlﬂw /ZLm am]%%&ﬁﬁ’
Zb. [

a/?;n ¥-afoty v 21628

Comments mus(’ be recel\{éd by the c‘?oge of business on No/vember 1, 2010. Comment cards may be mailed to California Department
of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main Street,
MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012,

December 2010



COMMENT CARD @ Metro
altrans:

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT - SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE

NAME: 8 C§ C h o) \ B/k L%S,;e\ptember 27, 2010

i ‘ pate._ /24
aooress:_ 2SS LMD [Yilepr TH PHONE:_ ol ( 2.2 3T
ciry, sTATE, zP._\[ 2\ m v, CA 435S
E-MAIL ADDRESS: Chplalk-Avo @ b%n D Chv
O 1 would like to speak. \'F‘ A (3 q(,o
“EPI would like to have the following statement filed for the record. Mg/ .‘C 24
COMMENT: Sourds WAt Ad
The BesYo€ Lvden il el i

€

2 & ) MM
Vit Gw o PR I VOTon ™ AnB & & A (I8

& s ; p L . PNz Porks
L Wil K Wwawe Qoptor— Bev i +° 1% e s g
Comments must be received by the close of business on November 1, 2010. Comment cards may be mailed to California Department

of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main Street,
MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012.

COMMENT CARD M Metro
altrans’

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT - SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE

September 27, 2010
NAME: ,A” n (.;L(;//( Fl{'r‘m o

DATE: G-29-)0
ADDRESS: 402 & fAue R-S PHONE:({/-G47-1/XY
CITY, STATE, ZIP:_ "¢ )m cflale Ca GITSO

E-MAIL ADDRESS:___j Jithed e [(@ CRCEInhal. uet
O | would like to speak.

[ I would like to have the following statement filed for the record.
COMMENT:

L Quprove o ¢ ¢ recommend L‘,of: on 7(/”7*“0«_:,-/!’@// Lduf//\)lgUU { ,('Cc'y\/-\rcv///pd
thece remaiy Gun alternate frec road 420D tordille Lo /rlu‘l;( Sy

Due +o the netupe of the rlpw/n’p meats Jn hake [eog l—\nf;e/r'&,.f prefer
Fhe alternats route a/o% hwg 13y and 4% /

Comments must be received by the close of business on November 1, 2010. Comment cards may be mailed to California Department
of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main Street,
k: MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012. 5 i

Ry SENR: % <
i AL PR e,

December 2010 12



c COMMENT CARD @ Metro

trans:

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
HDC-NEW %TATE B()OUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT -SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE
NAME: [ W CHAn AN DATE:___ 9-27-1D
ADDRESS:_244| N . Pepcriword DR PHONE:_ 323 465-025 )
CITY,STATE, zZIP.._ L <A . , Ch Qo6

E-MAIL ADDRESS:_ BELin DA B 1Z @ “AH0L . conn
O | would like to speak.

would like to have the following statement filed for the record.
COMMENT:

TOR- FUTURE MEETINGS |, CouLD Yow PLessE CoNSIDER DOING VIDEO
STREAM ING ON THE INTeZNET P You CouLp USE A WERSITE LIKE
“WU STREAM . conn /' SomeE oS come FReMm A FAE LoCATION AND
CANNDOT ALWAMS MAKE The MEETING BuT COUWLD WARTcH (T oN e
INTERNET , — T Yo

Comments must be received by the close of business on November 1, 2010. Comment cards may be mailed to California Department
of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main Street,

MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012.
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

adtrans’ @ Metro
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT -SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE
September 30, 2010

0
NAME: fE)_TPE CaRexac 7LD 395-0007 DATE:_O?227/0

COMMENT CARD

ADDRESS: PHONE:
CITY, STATE, ZIP:_ A\ =1 AN TO oA 2330 |
E-MAIL ADDRESS: A i AM S$TOW TN .COMC VERT 200 1 NET

O 1 would like to speak.
O | would like to have the following statement filed for the record.

| [ Fork Shoek G proci 10AP |
N\ \J /

Comments must be received by the close of business on November 1, 2010. Comment cards may be mailed to California Department
of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main Street,
MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012.

December 2010 13



: | @ Metro

COMMENT CARD

trans:

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT - SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE

NAME:__JAm ES DODSon DATE:R? S2p 2¢to
ADDRESS:_4¢ 9¢f Galon, Aue PHONE:( (e \- 9d2- §66 2
CITY, STATE, ZIP. L lv cac kv A 2536

E-MAIL ADDRESS: Y s dewidioom @\/M.'3 o, ek

O | would like to speak?

3 I would like to have the following statement filed for the record.
COMMENT:

T{ Ke can Loc’f(f‘\-‘e J. fL t1l:t/\ [ Q\u-v\ Mj’q,x**uv\ ’((’(‘0""\{ n L{Jj A;\\LL{I
County | pleare eamef Jht Dere ot i L oantain Canggnda f‘”‘—\ -‘\wﬂxwff—\i o f fhe

AN ,Adldm_(

Comments must be received by the close of business on November 1, 2010. Comment cards may be mailed to California Department
of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main Street,
MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012,

&

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT -SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE
September 3')6, 2010
7
NAME: Kurt Cellar DATE: 10/24/2010
ADDRESS: 8 0ld Farm Rd. PHONE:_203/655-4357
CITY, STATE, ZIP:_Darien, CT 06820

E-MAIL ADDRESS: ](ﬁo]'l:arﬂr\rﬂ-nn'l 1nc: net

O 1 would like to speak.

O | would like to have the following statement filed for the record.
COMMENT:

V decas noad e At

“ COMMENT CARD

Comments must be received by the close of business on November 1, 2010. Comment cards may be mailed to California Department
of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main Street,
MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012.

December 2010



: .

atrans:

@ Metro

COMMENT CARD

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT -SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE

= ’ September 27, 2010 " ;
NAME:_& S Ko Che DATE: 2 -2 D -/

ADDRESS:_720. [ 25L o PHONELL/-264- 2766
CITY, STATE, 2P L. L xrvo 4 T35S 2863 /5E ST La o

E-MAIL ADDRESS:_ D¢ o [ o | @ Sbc £/abat. e T
O | would like to speak.
B~ would like to have the following statement filed for the record.

COMMENT: Lﬁyp A

Lol d ))Ke Ha Fiee s gr ovrider cp oo v{Df\)r‘-w//»-/f P
/ Lok LA 1vovld Like +ie Fff(’wh’ljl/CO"V!I‘&{l . Need Bus;resse s e
We £re & TJrocking Hub, all e Troclls 52 dovirt 120 ST EnsT

(',,}p /\/Ct‘/{"’f}):)F{’e:’VfM/Cl,c?"flé/o'" _ e .

Lpke i 15 JoeKirs fowdrd ot Frecwnsy. Dor F worry ebodFHE HZT
Comments must be received by the close of business on November 1, 2010. Comment cards may be mailed to California Department
of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main Street,
MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012.

c COMMENT CARD @ Metro

dbrans:

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

HDC-EEWE{ATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT -SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE
NAME__ X A, Walcer DATE: O - 2.7-3.0/0
ADDRESS:_Upa %5  [Jo N ST FPgsT A L7 PHONE:4b/ 20— /122,
CITY, STATE, 2IP:__ 4359 (— 3 [99

E-MAIL ADDRESS:____/l// '

O | would like to speak. '

O 1 would like to have the following statement filed for the record.
COMMENT:

¥
\ | '
T,-/:‘f—elh.a é'ﬁ 0() A CQ{’("”Z&I/\ ﬂﬂ/C’{/!r&mnj ‘w)nu!&g [ 1 ‘/\‘F’ o NE_
=R opn  gelh SaoT / £

Comments must be received by the close of business on November 1, 2010. Comment cards may be mailed to California Department
of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main Street,
MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012.

December2010 15



& ... o,

COMMENT CARD
latrans:

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT - sco;yv /OPEN HOUSE
NAME: Tl LR DATE: 27/2

ADDRESS:___ ' 8504 /I5G7 s EasT PHONE: 46 / 433 /e o
CITY, STATE, ZIP.__ fh/mpds___ (4 5359 |

E-MAIL ADDRESS: TIm L TImSThRacroRS « COrm
O 1 would like to speak.

B 1 would like to have the following statement filed for the record.
COMMENT:

Ovl hevie s ow Tl Lol o F Qi/ﬁaﬁ/é Llvd. aul  Joo Th 5T~
Propesed  fonel Look< [ide 175 Th0 Cloge To [lesiventint anis .
nThen  covrh Adowg  Aveuv € S o T vl Re e Hen

PLse gl 7€ P47

Comments must be received by the close of business on November 1, 2010. Comment cards may be mailed to California Department
of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main Street,
MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012.

ttw TARJETA DE COMENTARIO..

Metro
EL ESTADO DE CALIFORNIA
EL DEPARTAMENTO DE TRANSPORTACION
HDC- PROYECTO DE AUTOPISTA NUEVA RUTA ESTATAL 138- ALCANCE/JUNTA DE INFORME

g ) 27 de Septiembre de 2010

NOMBRE: Alvi io& <4 WJ FECHA: ?CP 20,201 U
DOMICILIO{ Maiiiedg N 4425 TTasPel Sr TELEFONO:_32.2 4o (270 /
CIUDAD, ESTADO, CODIGO POSTAL (ZIP)._ (o ¢ aneeles (A Qo032 .

CORREO ELECTRONICO (E-MAIL):__ ¥ /a
O Quisiera hablar.

Quisiera tener la siguiente declaracién archivada para el registro.
COMENTARIO:

Jalx ?ﬂavur i Very Vedy Cood . T  pPlrsve Thic
///Za?fc/ Every My Ao/g//’Cf 14645 £ L 8§ e

LUt)( \/E/’Y (/or& fﬂam The //&»vm?’ hoT TDEL NATENN, T
= ¢7— Joo 'PeY cenT [O0D 4 (,K J«j

Los comentarios deben ser recibidos antes el 1ro de Noviembre de 2010. Las tarjetas de comentarios y/o cartas pueden ser enviadas
al: California Department of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route
138) - 100 South Main Street, MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012.

December2010 16



t COMMENT CARD x Metro

atrans:

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT - SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE

September 27, 2010
NAME: Tu Ress DATE: q\ze\ 20i0

ADDRESS: Alle éast Avepves @ PHONE: o) - 444 -(,223
CITY, STATE, ZIP:__ PAvmpm e ., CA 4354\

E-MAIL ADDRESS:__ TO RS O FLjioM & . NanE
O | would like to speak.

@ Iwould like to have the following statement filed for the record.
COMMENT:

JiAse (oN30ER_MVinG THE HiH Dessexr CORRIDOR_[REEWAY | EXPRESS WAY
MORYH 2 plILE 70 AVENUE P BETWEEMN Q0 SrReET sALYT Anid /D0 1
STREET FAST. THERE ARE (3 fomeS ON AVENUE (Q jp] THE SEaaliaT
LETWEEA GTh ANQ J00th STREET EAST THAT Woued P ANVER =S Ly
EfFEeTED [F THE [RTecr (s NoT_JIoveEr N RTH 12 MILE. !
Comments must be received by the close of business on November 1, 2010. Comment cards may be mailed to California Department

of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main Street,
MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012.

December 2010



c | @ Metro

COMMENT CARD
atrans:

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT -SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE
September 28, 2010 V) = ~
NAME:_/)im /emﬂgf/u DATE:__ 7 «—b/ZO/O
ADDRESS: A }e/goe J/J[/{eu T T Pogonsy __ PHONE: (dy). 729.2232
CITY, STATE, 2P 422 15 (1 sT1oEsT LAMNAsTEL (1A 9353Y%

E-MAIL ADDRESS:_<hemperly @ qutn.com

O | would like to speak.

O I would like to have the following statement filed for the record.
COMMENT:

ROW Bor tompuder rail or bus /a/,’{/] hans,

Comments must be received by the close of business on November 1, 2010. Comment cards may be mailed to California Department
of Transportation ~ Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main Street,

MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012.

c | @ Metro

COMMENT CARD
atrans:

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT - SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE

P September 28, 2010
NAME: 4/ 5T g@i’/u DATE: /(9/19 //0
ADDRESS: 7/6/Y 27% 5 Wecr _ PHONE:
CITY, STATE, ZIP: Bepuje o La 225& /

E-MAIL ADDRESS: 4] /2 iCR 1A - € AL DO, L7

O 1 would like to speak.

& T would like to have the following statement filed for the record.
COMMENT:

Z Sponte 70 MR AZZ? ELATAL s Ajf//’ 205 7ov 74/S f/m;a(/, fﬁ:/( f//Ar

SRH5E £Rom Bpion) o Bl ivies 'ﬁp /wr/w) SN BE COM PeTn) F7RST,

2 7He “DeirrT EXIFeSS W s Pom [KphS sHOO(L> Re AAbvals O4) RosBD W T
74//; LUser S0 iy JH /S ATE por Dipk /zu//(, /e Z/m/ OF 44 @/mb

/ /55U, O meFin whA, TEH )0y 72 . 2

s ul (Ee récef@ty ‘by tﬁ c;)séo%sméss on Nf:(“ mb% 1, 2010. Cgfﬁﬁgﬂ’c' r s”nafl(gnﬁgd,

\
\

Street, MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012.

a?rfomla Department
of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State thg 138) - 100 South Main

December 2010
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: | 7 @ Metro

COMMENT CARD

Ltrans:

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT - SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE
September 28, 2010
NAME:_Dorvald Sullivaw DATE:

ADDRESS:_4S 434 - (/¥ 5T w~ PHONE: g€/~ 742 - 9762
CITY, STATE, ZIP:_LawcAsTer ¢/ 55 34

E-MAIL ADDRESS:_ Su/livAnce dopald € Email oa G

"1 would like to speak. 7/ gpealc

&1 would like to have the following statement filed for the record.

COMMENT:

%1,‘/4# s =WL] T oor bpote T8 an¥h custe] Eestfivest thme s bote
sZeue el éﬁawml/bﬂcyﬂc)(}  wretel a’»/r(m/</ /1/5 -
TheLT50r S'fu/yx Logsedd car anfeelisKic acerdm i /gcyreﬁ*// o Tt s /:b lof Lotk

Comments must be received by the close of business on November 1, 2010. Comment cards may be mailed to California Department
of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main
Street, MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012.

: | @ Metro

COMMENT CARD
altrans: "

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT -SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE

p— , % s September 28, 2010 5
NAME: T)ov\ Yeyvyelil v R Ye DATE.___ 4-28-2010
ADDRESS:_ Y0 . ®pox \S2 _ PHONE: -
CITY, STATE, 2IP:_aw cesTal, (o . 9253y

E-MAIL ADDRESS: ——
O 1 would like to speak.
O I would like to have the following statement filed for the record.

COMMENT:
{ f."!\ PRA o) AR
28y .? t Y
Ne/ ), y . \ 1)
T AAA ts Muiling hct!)
pe J rd

Comments must be received by the close of business on November 1, 2010. Comment cards may be mailed to Califoria Department
of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main Street,
MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012.

December 2010



ct, COMMENT CARD @ Metro

Latrans:

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT - SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE

o S ber 28, 2010
NAME:_Jom/ A- ColAdo uTer S Y

ADDRESS: 90 ALLSTATE fratArtrAC  f37(3 207 ST W. #» puoNe.Cb/ 75-2676
CITY, STATE, ZIP._(ANCASTEL cA F353C

E-MAIL ADDRESS: oknacorrade @ allstate. com
O | would like to speakd

¢\I would like to have the following statement filed for the record.
COMMENT:

/. PSSUAE papTs )7 J013 >E/A Negorl AN Congletal whed i e OheTone.

_a,%ér‘odcm Plusloto 7 srabl. Grn Priger B uomacce
@dm/«uw

c@mmmww,«ﬂwwmwé@@’

Comments must be received by the close of business on November 1, 2010 Comment cards may be ma||ed to California Department
of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main

Street, MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012.
Metro

[

COMMENT CARD

dtrans:

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT -SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE

- . / September 28, 2010
NAME: /Z/ZI,/LZ(:» 62/1&/0 R DATE: 7/x&/2a/0

ADDRESS:__ 276(3 [ onshill Drire PHONE: 5/0 SHY 2 ¢7)
CITY, STATE, 2IP__Ram the [z [os Ypcltr, COF {/&az ZE

E-MAIL ADDRESS: my Chaod @ 4 may] . L/l%

O 1 would like to speak. U o
I would like to have the following statement filed for the record. j e

(%MMENT 1,%1|1 oA 47%'\& /) /

/meuf %ud yow  Po 5+ ML}ID/CP‘LMﬂA”éVSM&L‘% A At
MA Y L4 ,mh? Atvm o Fhe Tured S/Ap

Y Ik }//cm :

Comments must be received by the close of business on November 1, 2010. Comment cards may be mailed to California Department
of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main Street,
MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012.

December 2010 20



; | @ Metro

COMMENT CARD

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT -SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE

NAME: /906@7‘ A&zo / f'fe.;m/(\z,'ﬂsep'te,qbg/z)& e DATE: c?/ A% // %
ADDRESS: /417G LA 201,/ ST, : PHONE:_ (8 -373 ~F 702
CITY, STATE, 2IP_CAN Fsedano, G 21340

E-MAIL ADDRESS: LazoND (@ Gaarl . Com.

O 1 would like to speak.
O 1 would like to have the following statement filed for the record.

COMMENT:
Aby: Bo¥p0s 030 . _
ﬁeoﬁvsbp FZoy AT WY 0K FRNCE

7
Py A gz I

/) yilizim ) 1107 13
f/[/%ﬁ, =T Mt TR7o%mt =,
Comments must be received by the close of business on November 1, 2010. Comment cards may be mailed to California Department

of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main Street,
MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012.

: | @ Metro

COMMENT CARD

trans:

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT -SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE

e S(E’VE’ /l(/‘ TH VBN September 28, 2010 DATE. ?/Zé///ﬂ

ADDRESS:; (2 @)x 2b{ PHONE: 7 ¥ 042
CITY, STATE, zIP._ Lt Ao LA F2367F
E-MAIL ADDRESS: SR UTHVEM @ QMET, Com

O I would like to speak.

I would like to have the following statement filed for the record.
OMMENT:

PLEWSE P T puc THE MAPS ANE AGRIAC pleso s
ON TP WPBScTE

Comments must be received by the close of business on November 1, 2010. Comment cards may be mailed to California Department
of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main Street,
MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012,

December 2010 21



c y r ®Metro

COMMENT CARD

ltrans:

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT - SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE

NAME: Jamtb m. Hurr(x September 28, 2010 DATE: 9-28-10
abpress:_ 47105 Pasen Toxrtunes PHONE: (o(pl 943-3(9
CITY, STATE, P Pcllimclal 8 trr 9355/

E-MAIL ADDRESS:
O I would like to speak.

O I would like to have the following statement filed for the record.
COMMENT:

Comments must be received by the close of business on November 1, 2010. Comment cards may be mailed to California Department
of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main
Street, MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012.

c ;

Gftrans

COMMENT CARD

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT - SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE
September 28, 2010

NAME:_John Cellar DATE:_10/24/2010
ADDRESS:_ 18501 Aquino Wav PHONE: 408/354-6797
CITY, STATE, zIp;_Saratoga, CA 95070
E-MAIL ADDRESS; _jicellar comcast.net :L"/Q ((« C@cComias T NG (i

J -

O 1 would like to speak.

O I'would like to have the following statement filed for the record.
COMMENT:

\7j5¢ addo—deén // AL z,/ A /@
7

Comments must be received by the close of business on November 1, 2010. Comment cards may be mailed to California Department
of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main
Street, MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012.

December 2010 22



COMMENT CARD

@ Metro

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT -SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE

September 28, 2010
NAME: SECoLH v UIN DATE: 7/2 X// 6

ADDRESS: 2o/l <1444 st. PHONE: 323— F258-5/'%
cITY, STATE, 2P CAA0 G4 PhRE Cf 91284
E-MAIL ADDRESS: ({ﬁg vo ?2—3 < & }wfmj. Cpvinc

spea

O I would like to ,
O 1 would like to have the following statement filed for the record.
COMMENT:

j: T Wwawt  Fle A/o),{%_e/fm Pﬂl’f" fren H ¢4 '“‘)Aﬁ/rnmfﬁac—
lom,

Comments must be received by the close of business on November 1, 2010. Comment cards may be mailed to California Department
of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main Street,
MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012.

: '

@ Metro

COMMENT CARD

dtrans:

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT -SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE
September 28, 2010
nave_ S TEVE Ry 4 ven s DATE: *2/25// Lo
ADDRESS:_P- - Bgp A5 PHONE: 44 41— 442
CITY, STATE, ZIP._ L kM2 93E Y

E-MAIL ADDRESS:
O | would like to speak.

E¥ | would like to have the following statement filed for the record.
COMMENT:

T woVth BZ MILE QST EPFLELENT TP HAVE THE N&w
HOHWHY] Fuivi CLpPSELY B EXLSTING (35 NEGARRE 165 7 Chs1
IMSTETRD OF L2URVILAYW KAy dY AS PROPOSED

Comments must be received by the close of business on November 1, 2010. Comment cards may be mailed to Califomia Department
of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main Street,
MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012.

December 2010 23



cﬁ i COMMENT CARD

Metro
STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT -SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE
September 29, 2010

Nave_ S N T FUgd NG, LLC pate._OcX . (S, 2010
ADDRESS: Po. Box S&Y PHONE: 760~ S8 =671 7]
cITY, STATE, 2P:__Appre VALLEY ., (4. .

E-MAIL ADDRESS: TAM 4 (LLA,V @qmmt. C.0 o\
O 1 would like to speak.

O I would like to have the following statement filed for the record.
COMMENT:

Comments must be received by the close of business on November 1, 2010. Comment cards may be mailed to California Department
of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main Street,
MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012.

:ﬁ i COMMENT CARD

Metro
STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT -SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE
September 29, 2010

NAME: 7“/4(]0/1101 N(/\/l Ao ’Y\/ak\/ DATE: '.0/2‘7/10
ADDRESS:_| (20 7[> ()/me RA. 72 PHONE:(720) 44 ~D7HC]
cITY, sTATE, zP_ AP e ANalley L/A' A2507/
E-MAIL ADDRESS: )/ *lﬂmmncv.c{émmlb/ 700 Wptmail . Cenn
O | would like to speak.

O I would like to have the following statement filed for the record.
COMMENT:

T faver ending the High Desert Coprider at the T-

T hmk locall pyorectkds Should be  Sed {-t‘ ACLE
%'he T-19 A9 4hedd [Epvesent less hsﬂtmhcn o Yhe
Town pf Am()lﬁ X/ |F‘\]I,

F)

\(‘-

Comments must be received by the close of business on November 1, 2010. Comment cards may be mailed to California Department
of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main Street,
MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012.

December 2010 24



tt, COMMENT CARD

Metro
STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT - SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE
September 29, 2010

NAME:_S7&Verw) 5. HrST N 65 DATE; /2 -/-19
ADDRESS: [0S /) pNAVIFIO 2D PHONE: 720 . 240 -A3¢2
CITY, STATE, ZIP:_ APPLE ppetyr~ cA. Q3309451 (o

E-MAIL ADDRESS:_ GO A C PosTne 1347 & YeviZow , NioT°
O | would like to speak.

A I would like to have the following statement filed for the record.
COMMENT:

ConNEST 740" njay o7 (38 Feoml RT 4 PAembPres 70 RT [S pPORTH oF icrepviclr,
THEW CONNGET 79 PALL VWS P 02 conNeeT T o coNFRAL D AND UPGeADY /T,
UPCLADLE 11l xISTIVE ROAIDS 70 HANDLL 1A CrigScD TRAVCPEIC, tXAMPLE 717¢”
CAION PASS ,

Wity (€ A TR IN BCIW G CoASIDERED itV RIAPE W POVR. Lol DI 7 (W ARE RECYLM 1A G
UNSAEE WiteW) TRAFEFIC (S (FiRyy, PAPPLE UptrlrY IS EAPANDING TO FAST

Comments must be received by the close of business on November 1, 2010. Comment cards may be mailed to California Department
of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main Street,
MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012.

:ﬁ . COMMENT CARD
- Gtrans @ Metro

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT -SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE
September 29, 2010

nave\Cenye . \Valafen DATE:

ADDRESS: Do b oX U} 57 PHONE: ol =715
CITY, STATE, ZP:_( pu o (o U 23

E-MAIL ADDRESS: -

O I would like to speak.

I would like to have the following statement filed for the record.
COMMENT:

( 2 P = b\nM/

Lose will fu Funy— he S mry frogert/,

Keep me. Puformde

Comments must be received by the close of business on November 1, 2010. Comment cards may be mailed to California Department
of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main Street,
MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012.

December 2010



cﬁ h COMMENT CARD

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT -SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE

September 29, 2010
NAME,_ %) RXFL\?O;} : paTE,_9-2F- D6/0
ADDRESS: /™ 736  [S/NCON o) PHONE: /&40 DY - 230
crry, sTate, ze_ PPl VAleg CA  §2347F
E-MAIL ADDRESS:__[20ohy @ MAVCOLAMN . Cy M
O 1 would like to speak.

O | would like to have the following statement filed for the record.
COMMENT:

Wwould Wl & <se= aw THI< nfoamaten

QN L\\M\ul\ weN < ke

Comments must be received by the close of business on November 1, 2010. Comment cards may be mailed to California Department
of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main Street,
MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012.

cﬁ i COMMENT CARD
trans: @ Metro

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT -SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE
September 29, 2010

-

NAME: _ erry Doy 1/6\‘ DATE: §-27-7°
ADDRESS: 22yq. 3 <hevoK@2 RS PHONE:._ 7 ¢ 0-P85 9846
CITY,STATE, ZIP.___ A tpie Vattey (A 72357

E-MAILADDRESS: T ra velng jecry 2 (2 yafon cmm
O 1 would like to speak.
E | would like to have the following statement filed for the record.

COMMENT:
— p /4 )
L //, JI Fie proy et s hac {.F “outider AR & Ll Sral
7 v
1 aff: . A vmipel oo b0 0w c®iasy, Navy ¢ Ffowa | Luvie ¢ ate M’-//(“/
£ € scarsgol o, 17 dmp et 1@ plecare cpunc,lf@r ygrm., ¢ *’fw‘/vf

1 Fo ¢ta ¥ i o apety N s ol WCehR lama 2rdD¥ ‘{“? AN ﬁ”“"u.f‘v/
¢ ¢
(s Ay <o Ceofl +h e MnL;,,Q iy en
[

Comments must be received by the close of business on November 1, 2010. Comment cards may be mailed to California Department
of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main Street,
MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012.

December 2010 26



Metro
STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT -SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE
September 29, 2010

NAME:___J o r(v m /RA NDA DATE:._4-3-¥—10
ADDRESS:__ 20 . oX 28 7Y PHONE: 760-215-61]7
CITY, STATE, zIP:__Apple VALM:\/ QA

E-MAIL ADDRESS: V:)JAM "/‘ cl /\\ u.A) Om‘NL Conn
O | would like to speak.

O | would like to have the following statement ftled for the record.
COMMENT:

Comments must be received by the close of business on November 1, 2010. Comment cards may be mailed to California Department
of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main Street,
MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012,

Metro
STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT - SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE
September 29, 2010

Frank Tanner ,
NAME: 2501 Markwood Street DATE. /0 -2-2&/0
ADDREss:  Duarte, CA 91010-1340 PHONE: 626 S48-4326

CITY, STATE, ZIP:

yal
E-MAILADDRESS:  7rank — Tawuner 2w Loy, conr
O | would like to spedk. 4

B I would like to have the follgw% gate ent filed for the gco LTERN, V=
comusigS GIEE L A NI ok Sl R

[, CRERT T///VG FOL CHLZERYS T0 WIBTE 7h/s PRIZEET
BEFORLE ToO0 MUC/H BUILTUP FrS OCURER.

2. WOUD LILE TD SELE PrOLSOPSEL A7BERNVBTE 7 w!¥sy /LS.
VE _FIWVRANC/ VG IS NPT FEASIBE FORK BNT/IRE PRIDEST,
FPURCHRSE Ril LAND NELEDEL RPno Bujth RO2PS (FRWY>
(S FINVRNCPely Foes/ B8

Comments must be received by the close of/business on November 1, 2010. Comment cards may be mailed to California Department

of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main Street,
MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012.

December 2010 27



:tq COMMENT CARD

Metro
STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT - SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE
September 29, 2010

NAME:_Janlyy T- Moy DATE:_09/2q /200

ADDRESS-é_’ﬁZE Bais Bl PHONE:(7602) 96/ -8670

CITY, STATE, ZIP; _gqélg Valleyy , CA. Gz3007

E-MAIL ADDRESS:_t i), shallowshurter_ b @risn com
O | would like to speak.

B I would like to have the following statement filed for the record.
COMMENT: (),

. N o—
.

_ 24 gt . OLUULL s - inhab Yz
ay O Mmm,, 7 ..mmz 2 lbss . O
¥ o o L
Ar () OLL47 S L Qo I-l.ll 2 ONS4 4 / I/ 7! \nhcdbitant RPress

Comments must be received by the close of business on November 1, 2010. Comnient cards may be mailed to California Department

of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main Street,
MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012.

: ] COMMENT CARD

altrans’ @ Metro
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT -SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE
September 29, 2010

NAME: __ Archie & Lois Hmwf&\/ DATE:_9- 2410
ADDRESS:___ (578% MMandan Rd PHONE: 760 - 946-2465%
CITY, STATE, ZIP:__Apple Valley CA 92307

E-MAIL ADDRESS: ___ a !/ m,ctv), @ o0& >4
O 1 would like to speak. 4

B | would like to have the foIIowmg statement filed for the record.
COMMENT: L&'f‘f cv glready o ‘l'/c_ {‘v‘am l st Ine e""mv\

Emphat cally D.(Hre;r any alignment that would diseupt owneighborhogd —
an es‘f‘alolvsheJ ﬂelcihbarlndbotl w|*i’l valuable lnorneJ N QXC‘U(GM
conditon. Many of us ave elderly,aud it woddd be traumatic -o
have $ wmove at ~Hus r,‘)"‘fafie \n Outy‘ I\ ves. T\\e ‘;)r‘o‘)u.\’ .sl\ouu uti\ize
o0vVen Vacant land ! .

B B

Comments must be received by the close of business on November 1, 2010. Comment cards may be mailed to California Department
of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main Street,
MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012.

December 2010 28



: ) COMMENT:CARD i
@ TR I N L
ltrans Metro
STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION =

HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT —-SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE
September 29, 2010

— Mr Donald J Zehm DATE:_10//jo

ADDRESS: @4 £0 Box 355 PHONE: 740 240 27
M ——— Apple Valley CA 92307-0070

E-MAIL ADDRESS:
O | would like to speak.

& | would like to have the following statement filed for the record.
COMMENT:

2 ,-._(- g24 924 ’ in o2t (iby Z-étd 4 .> U ool porm ol Scohle vl Z szl L
ol gasnit o irglang [ EE F/E
Comments must be received by the close of business on November 1, 2010. Comment cards may be mailed to California Department

of Transportation — Karl Price;;Brapeh-Ghief,~Divisign,f. gnv:ronmm HDC, m? tat te 1.3?]] P.?‘ﬁ?uth Main Street,

MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012.
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

aftrans w Metro
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT -SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE
September 29, 2010

COMMENT CARD

NAME:__ 74 2/ YA S/h(’f/}/ L - DATE.__ G /.2 7// 2
ADDRESS://- L& (Punes KD. PHONE: 0 54 7-99¢3

CITY, STATE, ZIP__ALLLE |/ALLEY . Oh 92307

E-MAIL ADDRESS:
O | would like to speak.
1 would like to have the following statement filed for the record.

COMMENT:
’l s A . A~ H y

\K feltidd ittt . pA7Hep /) J2e Thicw, ARbsés 2yt Lt d

OK Al e L )/\c"rué BH. pD AT 2L u,( cdig /123 KL 2 r1 (‘*',,' 2o
Gis ~f et » Vo A8 9, \/t'l L )L 2 /L,ﬂ/d(é nz L ,_/CZL"/ -
LY /;l({(" £ {’ /Z/# 2L A K2 O LD Z[‘(f L t(- ; ¢ L(( /42/(4 | (Lo Q/, List DL J/
2 /) J/ Autv L chzé Ll Ld de A iy [/ud. (’r ilﬁo(‘”’/p[ Y 2.¢
¥ e AL L S b el ZLV//4 f?u ,/{ / LA e 22 e el ML

P
Comments must be received by the close usiness on November 1, 2010. Cofment cards may be mailed to Callfomné( [féparﬁé’n’f

of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main Street,
MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012.

December 2010 29



;t COMMENT CARD

Metro
STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT - SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE

September 29, 2010
NAME: CL%-Q ’Y)CECCC@V‘@ DATE: Cf/ 27 //0

ADDRESS: A7 678 Sp SHrne M PHONE: 76D -0 ~/8 H
ey, sTATE, zP._Apple Yallew , A 9AB07

E-MAIL ADDRESS: w%dcw%wu ;_-L— Qe l V1 sz COmn
O | would like to speak. J

O I would like to have the following statement filed for the record.
COMMENT:

uesT  F0 0 0N maihng hsh
U S 4

Comments must be received by the close of business on November 1, 2010. Comment cards may be mailed to California Department
of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main Street,
MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012.
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT -SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE
September 29, 2010
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O 1 would like to speak.

B 1 would like to have the following statement filed for the record.
COMMENT:
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Comments must be recelved by the close of business on November 1, 2010. Comment cards may be mailed to California Department
of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main Street,
MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012.
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT -SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE
September 29, 2010

NAME:_Undlon. CQac, 18 ) and THUGA pate: O X /S 2010
ADDRESS: Po. éfod« SKY PHONE: 74 o~.}z/5> 671 72—

CITY, STATE, ZIP: A—ym& Vall,,, Ca. G230

E-MAILADDRESS:__("hhpacosa el jarc @ Ao0L . Com
O 1 would like to speak.
O | would like to have the following statement filed for the record.

COMMENT:
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Comments must be received by the close of business on November 1, 2010. Comment cards may be mailed to California Department
of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main Street,
MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012,
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT - SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE
September 29, 2010

NAME: /6’/1/// Lo /6/,4 2z J DATE:ﬂ///"’?// R0 /2
ADDRESS:&QMMPHONE:

CITY, STATE, ZIP:

E-MAIL ADDRESS: S oNVE
O | would like to speak. &

O I would like to have the followmg statem JZ filed for theégcord
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Comments must be received by the close of business on November 1, 2010. Comment cards may be mailed to California Department
of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main Street,
MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012.
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT - SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE
September 29, 2010
NAME:_EA\ Sohm DATE.__ 2-29-/0
ADDRESS:_0 box 2503 PHONE:_740 - 2¢5-(£¢)
CITY, STATE, ZIP:_hpple \Mle? (A 92307

E-MAIL ADDRESS:
O | would like to speak.

K 1 would like to have the following statement filed for the record.
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Comments must be received by the close of business on November 1, 2010. Comment cards may be mailed to California Department
of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main Street,
MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012.
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT - SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE

September 29, 2010
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O | would like to speak.

ﬁ I would like to have the following statement filed for the record.
COMMENT:
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Comments must be received by the close of business on November 1, 2010. Comment cards may be mailed to California Department
of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Plannin (g HDC (New State Route 138),- 100 South Main Street,

MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012. ESIDENTS AFFL( C7Ey Y IT-
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT -SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE
September 29, 2010
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% would like to speak.

| would like to have the following statement filed for the record.
COMMENT:
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Comments must be received l‘)’y the close of business on November 1, 2010.'Gomment cards maﬁ)é ‘mailed to California Department
of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main Street,
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA A
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT - SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE
September 29, 2010

NAME:_ K rthleen CGerber DATE:___ /0 -28-]0
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E-MAIL ADDRESS:
O | would like to speak.

Bd I would like to have the following statement filed for the record.

COMMENT:
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Comments must be received by the close of business on November 1, 2010. Comment cards may be mailed to California Department
of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main Street,
MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012.
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT - SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE
September 29, 201 o

NAME:_Kethleern Gefber i DATE:__ /0 —20—/0
ADDRESS: PO oy 302 PHONE:Z4 g 24y e )24
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E-MAIL ADDRESS:
O 1 would like to speak.

M 1would like to have the following statement filed for the record.
COMMENT:

yr”
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Comments must be received by the close of business on November 1, 2010. Comment cards may be mailed to California Department
of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main Street,

MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012.
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT -SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE
September 29, 2010
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O | would like to speak. b /

O | would like to have the following statement filed for the record.
COMMENT:
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Comments must be received by the close of busmess on November 1, 2010. Comment cards may be mailed to Callfomla Departme

of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Enwronmental Planr;u:i;{ﬂDC (New State unte 138) - 1?9 Scyth Main treekgjz,\g
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT -SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE
September 29, 2010

nave_ L Jern )d d /ﬁzﬂﬂ}l\ / /4/4//0 £ DATE: f%lf //2
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O 1 would like to speak.
B | would like to have the following statement filed, for the record.
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Comments must be received by the close of business on November 1, 2010. Comment cards may be mailed to California Department
of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main Street,
MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012.
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT -SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE
September 29, 2010
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NAME: 7//’//,4&3 ﬁmbsc«s DATE: /0/2?//0
ADDRESS: (9528 Nadg B PHONE: 240 242 2 7L

CITY, STATE, 2P A/ PLe VALLEY CA  9230%

E-MAIL ADDRESS: | pears (B329 O MH . COun
O 1 would like to speak.’

1 would like to have the following statement filed for the record.
COMMENT:

féé Hwe// ('OMA /e)[nn,. Go( 9///; A*‘fa'upg, p/m/ée—f«

M/’/JV( “tst

Comments must be received by the close of business on November 1, 2010. Comment cards may be mailed to California Department
of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main Street,
MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012.
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT -SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE
September 30, 2010
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E-MAIL ADDRESS:

O 1 would like to speak.

O | would like to have the following statement filed for the record.
COMMENT:

Comments must be received by the close of business on November 1, 2010. Comment cards may be mailed to California Department
of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main Street,
MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012.
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT - SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE
September 30, 2010
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O | would like to speak.

‘$’\I would like to have the following statement filed for the record.
COMMENT:
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Comments must be received by the close of busnness on November 1, 2010. Commeént cards may be mailed to California Department
of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main Street,
MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012.
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT -SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE
September 30, 2010

U
NAME: ///;Kf//[/ LN | Family TROST DATE: §-37 - /0
ADDRESS: /205 [MisSion Reck Rl PHONE: K05 515 -SYGY
CITY, STATE, 2IP:__Sani# fhula , ¢ A G3pbo -7
E-MAIL ADDRESS:__ [/ NCo I (¥ MISN o (o177
O | would like to speak. oNY
& | would like to have the following statement filed for the record.
COMMENT:
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Comments must be received by the close of business on November 1, 2010. Comment cards may be mailed to California Department
of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main Street,
MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012.

:t COMMENT CARD

Metro
STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT - SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE
September 30, 2010
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E-MAIL ADDRESS:
O 1 would like to speak.
JMwould like to have the following statement filed for the record.
COMMENT:
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Comments must be received by the close of business on November 1/ 2010. Comment cards may be mailed to California Department
of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main Street,
MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012,
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT -SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE
September 30, 2010

NAME:_ > 2 wetS T ToRNER DATE. 9= 2e <|®
ADDRESS.__ 292, E. STEVESS Ramn - & >o PHONE(Z.. )312-2122
CITY, STATE, ZIP._ T hwm SPRImGE CAa 3;&’.1

E-MAIL ADDRESS:__dl@nnisin pe/® mEn cam
O | would like to speak. TN~
O 1 would like to have the following statement filed for the record.

COMMENT:
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Comments must be received by the close of business on November 1, 2010. Comment cards may be mailed to Califomia Department
~ of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main Street,
MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012.
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT - SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE
September 30, 2010

NAME,_ L /0RES L LLss DATE: /& —/ ~ 7J
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cry,sTaTE, zP. C e/ 7vs (Ca PO 293
E-MAILADDRESS: _ ~D&E G057 @ 94 . Conr
O | would like to speak.

O Iwould like to have the following statement filed for the record.
COMMENT:

Comments must be received by the close of business on November 1, 2010. Comment cards may be mailed to California Department
of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main Street,
MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012. : S

December 2010

38



c | @ Metro

COMMENT CARD

Lltrans:

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT - SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE
NAME: GEOEGCE pp A MmO

DATE:__._ ‘
ADDRESS:_4i0 €AWTAS? ST prong.£¢/) 609 46 /4
CITY, STATE, ZIP._PHLMPDALE AL - 935S )

E-MAIL ADDRESS:
O | would like to speak.

O I would like to have the following statement filed for the record.

COMMENT:
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Comments must be received by the close of business on November 1, 2010. Comment cards may be mailed to California Department
of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main Street,
MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012.
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
HDC-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT - SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE
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E-MAIL ADDRESS: Rohaelee © (,/A/z 00 .02

O 1 would like to speak.

OO I'would like to have the following statement filed for the record.
COMMENT:
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Comments must be received by the close of business on November 1, 2010. Comment cards may be mailed to Califoria Department
of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main Street,
MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012.
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

HDG-NEW STATE ROUTE 138 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY PROJECT -SCOPING/OPEN HOUSE
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O 1 would like to speak.
B2 | would like to have the following statement filed for the record.

COMMENT:
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Comments must be received by the close of business on November 1, 2010. Comment cards may be ma?fz‘ad to California Department

of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main Street,
MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012.
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E-MAIL ADDRESS:

O | would like to speak.

O I would like to have the following statement filed for the record.
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Comments must be received by the close of business on November 1, 2010. Comment cards may be mailed to Califomia Department
of Transportation — Karl Price, Branch Chief, - Division of Environmental Planning HDC (New State Route 138) - 100 South Main Street,
MS-16A, Los Angeles, CA 90012.
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LUCERNE VALLEY ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT ASSOCIATION (LVEDA)

To: Ronald J. Kosinski, Dep. Dist. Dir. /<~
Division of Env. Planning (07-HDC — New SR 138 — Project #80)
Caltrans, District 7
100 S. Main St., MS-16A
Los Angeles, CA 90012

From: Chuck Bell, Pres. chuckb@sisp.net 760 964 3118 m
P. 0. Box 193
Lucerne Valley, CA 92356

Date: 10/25/10
RE: SCOPING - HIGH DESERT CORRIDOR (NEW SR-138)

Impact of "High Desert Corridor Project” on Lucerne/Johnson/Morongo Valleys.

The Corridor’s eastern terminus ends at Joshua Rd. in Apple Valley. lIts 4 to 6
lanes - dumping traffic on 2 lane Hwy 18 (with a significant ADT increase in both
directions due to the Corridor’s link between 1-14 and the 1-10) - will create
congestion and safety hazards on Hwys 18, 247 and 62. This is a “trade
corridor” that has to be addressed in its entirety. LVEDA'S position: The best
long-term solution would be to incorporate improvements to these eastern
segments in the planning and funding for the High Desert Corridor project.
Without said planning and a financing link to the project, the Corridor EIR’s “off-
site” analysis for these eastern segments will have to show “a significant,
adverse environmental impact” that will be difficult or impossible to ignore with
“findings of overriding consideration”. The EIR will likely be challenged.
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Bruce Burch

Coreen Savikko

20538 East Avenue Q12
Palmdale, CA 93591

Karl Price

Robert Wang

Ron Kosinski

State of California

Department of Transportation
100 South Main Street, MS-16A
Los Angeles, CA 90012-3712

Gentelmen;

We spoke with Mr. Kosinski the night of the first public meeting on the High Desert Corridor
Project, September 27", in Palmdale. We are the people who have a vineyard on our 5 acre
“desert oasis” at the above address. Currently your penciled-in plan for the proposals 3 and 4 as
presented that evening calls for the proposed roadway to pass right through our property, totally
removing our home. The map shows it proceeding east from about 125" street along Avenue
Q12, our street, and on to the Victor Valley. Naturally we have a personal stake in trying to
persuade you to consider other alternatives. Because of this we have been thinking and
exploring the countryside in the area and we will offer you some reasons why there is a better
alternative on practical grounds as well as reasons why our property should be spared.

1) The corridor at Avenue R4, only % mile south of the currently proposed path, is a much more
practical and economical route because it is a straight line with little to no housing in the way
and there are no buttes or hills that would have to be negotiated. And your proposed deflection
labeled “B” would be avoided because you would already be south of this area.

Avenue R4 exists % mile south of Palmdale blvd and % mile south of Avenue R. Included in
packet number 1 are photographs taken at this position at the cross streets of Long View (130"
Street East), 165" Street East, 175" Street East, 200" Street East, 21 5" Street East, 230" Street
East, 240™ Street East, and the equivalent level on Sheep Creek Road in San Bernardino county.
With the exception of Long View Road, THERE ARE NO HOMES AT THESE LOCATIONS.
Only open desert is in the path for nearly 100% of the route. And the two homes at R4 and
Longview consist of people living in motor homes, clearly a more economical purchase that he
significant number of occupied, well maintained, and more costly homes along Q12. Between
165™ St East and 170™ Street East there is a small shop, known as the Retlaw Shop belonging to
Bolthouse Farms. This structure sits in the middle of farm land and could be avoided by the
gentlest of diversions around it. The surrounding land is land that would be required to be
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disrupted if the Q12 route is chosen anyway, so no net change in land purchase is
required. If you felt the structure is better removed it is, as we said, small and would not
be as expensive to deal with as several nice homes. The R4 corridor passes north of the
General Atomics Grey Butte facility comfortably with no deviation nor disruption
required, avoids the dairy in San Bernardino County on Sheep Creek Road, and as we
have mentioned, doesn’t require the deviation shown as “B” on the maps you provided,
because Avenue R4 already brings you south of this point. If you felt you wanted to
deflect back north again after that point, it would require no more expenditure than if you
had in fact included alternative “B”.

In concluding the economic arguments for choosing R4 rather than Q12 we state that the
materials cost would be no more- and possibly less- that current plan. AND THE

EXPENDITURE FOR PURCHASING HOMES WILL BE LESS. And this does not yet
address the much more minimal disruption of families that would be necessary along R4.

2) But we will discuss that aspect now. As previously stated, there are few if any
seriously established homes along the R4 route. And just as importantly, there are several
homes along Q12 in which families such as ours have lived for several years and built
them up with pride and love and dedication, intending them to provide secure and
nurturing places to live out their years. We have included photographs in packet 2
showing the home we have created from nothing over the last 12 years that we have lived
here. When we moved here there was nothing but tumbleweeds and a bank owned house.
We have developed and landscaped, and built buildings that have required most of our
disposable income. We have, through years of sacrifice and hard work, created the home
we hope will be our refuge into our final years. We have 5 horses. We have dogs. We
have over 450 grape vines and sell wine grapes. We are members of the Antelope Valley
Winegrowers Association and as we approach retirement from our careers, we have been
planning on turning our vineyard into a meaningful retirement income. Our vines are over
10 years old and are JUST coming into the maturity required to provide fruit desirable to
buyers. If we had to move elsewhere and start over, it would take us past our productive
years into a stage of life where we would not be well equipped to do the work required to
tend a vineyard. We often joke that we are now 12 years into our 10 year plan and there is
no end in sight.

As I said the night of the Palmdale public meeting, we have a unique property that is hard
to evaluate financially. But by no means are we the only family with well established,
well cared for, and long term homes along Q12. Please spare us and all the others living
along Q12 the heartache of having our homes and our lives disrupted.

3) There are also some environmental issues to be considered concerning our property.
First of all, we have a fairly large population of ground squirrels living throughout our
property and on the properties adjacent to ours on either side east and west, and to the
north and south of us as well, a significant population.
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Also, since we have landscaped and developed our land, it has become a significant
roosting place for various species of birds during the migration season. The photographs
included in packet 3 were taken on our property on October 1 = showing several hundred
turkey vultures that overnighted on our property on their southern journey. Through out
the year, but especially in the fall, we also see golden eagles.

In summary, we beg of you, if you are feeling that you are likely to choose alternative 3
or 4 east of 125™ Street East, to please consider running through the R4 corridor rather
than Q12. It will be more economical, more humane, and more environmentally faithful.

Thank you for your attention.

Sincerely,

7
P g { Spsrt
&9?,&’47 /J/a,/g%,é,éy

Bruce Burch and Coreen Savikko
20538 East Avenue Q12
Palmdale, CA 93591
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Altec Engineering, Inc. (760) 242-9900

19531 Highway 18 Fax (760) 242-9918
Apple Valley, CA 92307 AltecEng@aol.com
Mr. Ronald J. Kosinski, Deputy District Director ()< October 29, 2010

Division of Environmental Planning (07-HDC [NEW SR-138] Project #80)
Caltrans District 7

100 South Main Street, MS16A

Los Angeles, CA 900012

Dear Mr. Kosinski:

From information I received from the September 29, 2010 meeting in Apple Valley, I formally
request to be placed on your mailing list for information concerning this project.

Since the project routes being considered more or less equally divide the developable land
between State Route 14 and Interstate 15, and flood waters originating in the mountains to the
south will cross the proposed High Desert Corridor at USGS mapped blueline streams at one
mile +/- intervals, I would propose the following:

1. Ask Los Angeles County Flood Control to review the selected alignment for
placement of detention basins on the upstream side of all culvert crossings in Los
Angeles County.

2 Ask San Bernardino County Flood Control to review the selected alignment for
placement of detention basins on the upstream side of all culvert crossings in San
Bernardino County.

3. Get any input or constraints available from the Army Corps of Engineers regarding
USGS blueline stream issues.
4. Get any input or constraints available from California Department of Fish and Game

and US Fish & Wildlife Service concerning biological/endangered specie issues
regarding potential retention/detention basins.

It is my opinion that water conservation, recreational usage of basins and smaller culvert sizes
would bring added benefits to the project in the long-term view of watershed management.

Perhaps the greatest benefit could be achieved from the millions of dollars that will be saved as
development takes place downstream and smaller flood control and drainage structures are
required to control the reduced flows.

If T can be of any assistance as this project proceeds, please let me know.

Randotph J. Colemin, AICP, PE, REA, Certified Wildlife Biologist

Civil Engineering Biological, Native Plant & Phase | Assessments Real Estate Services
Land Surveying & GPS Valuations & Marketing Studies Feasibility & Fiscal Analysis
Land Planning & GIS © Construction Management & Inspection
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DELIVERY SERVICE

19116 Seaforth Street

Hesgeria,CA 92345
(760)949-4370

Ronald J. Kosinski, Deputy District Director WL October 15, 2010
Division of Environmental Planning (07-HDC (New SR-138), Project no. 80)
Caltrans District 7

100 S. Main Street, MS-16A

Los Angeles, Ca. 90012

Dear Mr. Kosinski:
I have received information about a proposed new highway linking Palmdale and
Victorville. There is a definite need for this road to be built, but not as a toll road, and

most assuredly not as a truck-toll only stretch of highway.

California truckers are being subjected to vigorous regulations from several agencies in
this state from the DMV, California Highway Patrol, and of course the California Air
Resources Board.

The California trucker pays huge amounts in registration fees and fuel taxes. We cannot
continue to operate in this state if we are unfairly taxed again and again.

I wish I had known of the meetings on this issue, I would have attended one or more of
them. Please give my comments the same weight from this letter as if I had been in
attendance.

We must stop killing small business.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincer€ly, 3
Robert Corpe, owner

B & D Delivery Service
19116 Seaforth St. 92345
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September 29, 2010

Mr. Ronald J. Kosinski, Deputy District Director W (—
Division of Environmental Planning (07-HDC [New SR-138], Project #80)

Caltrans, District 7
100 South Main Street, MS-16A
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Mr. Kosinski:

Please consider this our request to be added to the mailing list for all matters
concerning the proposed High Desert Corridor project (new SR-138). We are
property owners in the affected area, parcel #3200371010000.

Our contact information is as follows:

Gary L. and Susan E. Coy

168 Aspen Way

Carmel, IN 46032

Email: coywolf57@aol.com

Telephone: 317.846.9188 (home)
317.691-6699 (mobile)

Thank You,

Gary L. Coy
Jpen & @g—
Susan E. Coy
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October 11, 2010
State of Calif. Dept. of Transportation
HDC-New State Rt. 138 Freeway/Expressway
100 South Main Street, MS-16A
Los Angeles, CA 90012-3712
ATTN: MR. KARL BRANCH

First of all I would like to thank you and the Cal Trans staff for the excellent
job of preparing the environmental review and maps for the proposed High
Desert Corridor project as well as arranging the community meetings that
allow citizen input into the project.

With the current and immediate future financial condition of the State and
Federal Government it is imperative that all proposed construction projects
be limited to projects that are the most beneficial and financially affordable.

With in the sphere of the proposed (HDC) project there exists three major
highways that are in desperate need of rehabilitation. SR-138, SR-18 and
US-395. Any monies that may be available through Federal or State grants
should be directed towards these existing major arteries. Spending any
monies on the (HDC) project prior to the completion of the rehabilitation of
SR-138, SR-18 and US-395 is unacceptable.

The proposed (HDC) project as I understand it, excluding Option #5, does
nothing to alleviate the dangerous conditions of SR-138, SR-18 and US-395.
As I understand through this proposal SR-138 and SR-18 are to stay in place
functional as major arteries with no proposed upgrades. And upgrades to
US-395 are not being considered as part of the (HDC) project.

It is well known that the underlying motivation behind this project is to
make truck traffic more accessible to (SCLA) from SR-14 and I-15.

The Victorville City Council (which is soon to change in part) has
encouraged the Apple Valley Town Council to join in support of this project.

Apple Valley has an existing direct route from its commercial area to I-15
via Dale Evans Parkway that can be up graded as time goes. Necessary right
away for expansion exists.
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With an upgrade of existing SR-18 and US-395 a reasonable truck route for
(SCLA) would exist. At some point in the future the currant Air Express
Way could be expanded over the Mojave River to tie to I-15.

I encourage you to add #8 to your Fact Sheet which would incorporate #5
with the exclusion of the segment east of I-15 as well as adding an upgrade
including widening to US-395 from I-15 to SR-58.

If option #8 can not be entertained than the only appropriate option would be
option #1 NO-Build!!

Thank you for your time and consideration in reviewing this letter.

Respectfully
Kenneth Culbertson
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October 6, 2010

Mr. Ronald Kosinski I“¢
Deputy District Director

Division of Environmental Planning
CalTrans District 7

100 South Main Street

Mailstop 16A (Project: HDC)

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Mr. Kosinski,

Thank you for coming to Apple Valley last week to talk about the High Desert Corridor. | own
property by the Apple Valley Airport.

Some of the speakers who spoke against the project mentioned they had moved to Victor Valley
five years ago to get away from the city. The fact is they are a part of the growth of which they
are complaining. Growing cities are precious things. Living in a growing city, it is easy to
become myopic and believe that development is everywhere. In point of fact, it doesn't take
much driving around this country to realize that much of the country is actually undeveloped and
economically stagnate. The truth is that many who complain about development, desire
freeways, shopping centers and places of employment for themselves, while their cries to stop
development deny those same benefits to others.

| believe government should exercise restraint in its use of eminent domain, but building roads
is one of the few good things government does, and it is clearly a legitimate use of that special
power. It is a specious argument to claim that because the freeway will take my property, or be
near my property, that it should not be built. The fact is that we all use freeways, and without
freeways Southern California would cease to function. My mother's childhood home was taken
to build the 405 freeway through Inglewood. | am grateful that the 405 was constructed, and |
use it regularly.

Some of the speakers pointed out on Wednesday night that they don't mind the freeway
connecting the 14 and the 15, but they don't want the freeway sweeping into or around Victor
Valley. But the Victor Valley area vitally needs help with traffic congestion on its east-west
arterial streets. The area is divided by both the 15 and features of the Mojave River, creating
congestion points on these east-west arterials. The High Desert Corridor around Victor Valley
would greatly relieve that congestion.

| prefer the northern-most route, identified in blue on the CalTrans map, because it most directly
connects the North Apple Valley Industrial Specific plan and Southern California Logistics
Airport with the freeway system. Furthermore, utilizing the northernmost route around Victor
Valley would reduce acquisition costs and reduce the impact on existing developed properties.

Whether we like it or not, the Greater Los Angeles Metropolitan Area is growing and will
continue to grow. The High Desert Corridor is needed to alleviate congestion in the Victor Valley
area, and to transport commuters and goods east and west in the continuing northward growth
of the Grea os Angeles area.

10164 Vanalden Ave.
Northridge, CA 91324
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"Jeff Field" To <Karl_Price@dot.ca.gov>
<jfield1269@charter.net>

09/30/2010 07:51 AM

cc
bce
Subject SR-138 High Desert Corridor Project

Thursday, September 30, 2010

Mr. Ronald J. Kosinski, Deputy District Director

Division of Environmental Planning (O7- HDC [New SR-138], Project #80)
Caltrans, District 7

100 South Main Street, MS-16A

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Mr. Kosinski,
My name is Jeffrey S. Field; | am a professional driver that uses CA — 138 on a regular basis with
my driving schedule. | do understand the need to expand this highway’s traffic capacity to meet
the current demand. However, | do not agree with any proposal to make this a toll road for
anyone, especially truck drivers. My company is treading water in this recession or our
economy. Having to pay tolls could lead to something worse that could put me out of a job. Add
to the fact that most commuters would not like to have to pay a toll either. If they do not want to
pay this toll, these commuters will go out of their way and use more gas to do that. Mr. Kosinski,
do you live in this area and will use this toll/expressway yourself? If you do not, then how do you
know the impact your proposal will have on the local residents?

Once again, | reiterate that | do understand the need to find new ways to fund the expansion or
the state’s highway’s, but please do not put the cost on the backs of hardworking drivers that
bring the products and groceries you buy on a daily basis.

Sincerely,
Jeffrey S. Field

No virus found in this outgoing message.

Checked by AVG - www.avg.com

Version: 9.0.856 / Virus Database: 271.1.1/3166 - Release Date: 09/28/10
22231300
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Karl To slgarb@q.com

Price/D07/Caltrans/CA! -
_ R R e cc Robert Wang/D07/Caltrans/CAGov@DOT, Jim
10/04/2010 05:00 PM Robinson/D08/Caltrans/CAGov@DOT
bce

Subject Fw: Notice of Public Scoping - Cal Trans

Stephen/Linda.

The information presented at the scoping meetings (the displays showing the alignment alternatives and
the PowerPoint presentation), plus other project information, are available at the project website:
http://www.dot.ca.gov/dist07/travel/projects/138hdc/

Please let me know if you have any questions or would like additional information.

Karl Price

Senior Environmental Planner
Division of Environmental Planning
Caltrans - District 7

213-897-1839
----- Forwarded by Karl Price/D07/Caltrans/CAGov on 10/04/2010 01:39 PM -----

Jim

Robinson/D08/Caltrans/CAG To Russell Williams/D08/Caltrans/CAGov@DOT, Kerrie
ov Hudson/D08/Caltrans/CAGov@DOT, Karl
10/01/2010 09:12 AM Price/D07/Caltrans/CAGov@DOT

cc
Subject Fw: Notice of Public Scoping - Cal Trans

----- Forwarded by Jim Robinson/D08/Caltrans/CAGov on 10/01/2010 09:11 AM ——-

SL Garb <slgarb@qg.com>
09/30/2010 03:23 PM To  <jim_robinson@dot.ca.gov>
cc

Subject Notice of Public Scoping - Cal Trans

Mr. Robinson:

We spoke on the phone briefly earlier today. I'm the one that lives in Colorado Springs, Colorado but
have a land lot in the Victorville area I inherited from my father.

Please send us any information you can about what is discussed or distributed at the Public Scoping/Open
House meetings for the High Desert Corridor Project.

Thank You,

Stephen C. Greeley
Linda Greeley
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P.O. Box 3694 Landers, CA 92285 www.hvcesite.org

Ronald J. Kosinski,

Deputy District Director

Division of Environrmental Planning

(07-HDC [New SR-138], Project No. 80) Caltrans District 7
100 S. Main Street, MS-16A

Los Angeles, CA 90012

October 26, 2010
RE: the planning for the High Desert Corridor:

Dear Sir:

It is unacceptable that the area in the Environmental Impact Study does not include

Lucerne Valley, Johnson Valley, Landers, Flamingo Heights, Yucca Mesa, and Yucca Valley on Hwys 18
and 247, then the communities on Hwy. 62 from the I-10 over to 29 Palms and

beyond, wherever the planners eventually want this corridor to be routed.

They will all be impacted.

The unattended consequences if this corridor crosses the I-5 and erupts its traffic into
Apple Valley could mean undo stress to Hwy 247 infrastructure in the rural communities
it serves.

State Route 138 is designated as a interregional corridor and is regarded as an “initial

component” of the High Desert Corridor. What are the plans for the unmentioned second and

may be third or fourth components? Do we look forward to years of freeway building across the entire
High Desert? High speed multi lanes through historic rural desert areas? Development and
suburbanization of open spaces as has occurred unchecked along the I-10, the I-5, the I-15, the

405 etc, over the years?

The argument that the Corridor will be necessary because it is anticipated population in the high desert
will grow rapidly when the economy recovers, leaves out one important point. Ever since the very first
freeway was built to relieve traffic congestion, all freeways have created rapid population growth by their
existence, and thus created their own congestion.
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The argument that it will reduce traffic on L.A. freeways leaves out one point. Reducing traffic on
L.A. freeways does not justify increasing traffic in the desert or anywhere else.

The argument that it will reduce air pollution in L.A. leaves out one point. Reducing air pollution
in L.A. does not justify increasing air pollution in the desert.

The argument that it will create a safer route of travel maybe true. But has anyone compared the
safety statistics on the 405 to 60 miles on Pearblossom Hwy? Cannot this notorious route be made
safer without creating a multi lane full scale freeway for truck traffic to replace it?

Once again planners are looking at the desert as an empty space into which they can dispose of
the problems and consequences of previous poor decisions. Inability or refusal to acknowledge
obvious drawbacks is not acceptable to residents of the high desert.

We are the ones that have to live with them.

Respectfully,

James Harvey
President HVCC
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October 6, 2010

California Department of Transportation

Attn: Karl Price, Branch Chief

- Division of Environmental Planning (New State Route 138)
100 South Main Street, MS-16A

Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: HDC - New State Route 138/Expressway Project

Dear Sir,

Please accept this letter of appreciation to your staff for the meeting they conducted in Apple
Valley on September 29" at the Town Offices in Apple Valley.

| applaud your staff and their professionalism in the face of outright absurdity and rudeness in
the general publics attempt to comment (i.e. vent). Owning land in the High Desert | have
known of the proposed corridor since the late 1980's and am thankful for forward thinking
individuals who determine future growth and needs in the High Desert. The High Desert
corridor will become an area of growth, expansion and future congestion.

The High Desert areas (Apple Valley and Hesperia) are ‘land locked’ due to the lack of proper
access across the Valley to interstate 15. We currently have three access roads across the
Valley — Bear Valley Road, Highway 18 and Main Street Hesperia. Without planning, future
growth would have several ‘choke points’ when attempting to cross the valley. The plan
proposed by your staff would alleviate some of the congestion — whenever funded, built and
completed.

Unfortunately | am sure your staff received the same complaints from those living by the 210
Freeway and who ironically, travel those roadways on a daily basis.

Please extend my appreciation to your staff for their professionalism.

Sincerely,

i
\;\ t (\
Mark D. Hutchason

9708 Kiowa Road
Apple Valley CA 92308
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October 28, 2010

To Whom it may concern:

| would like you to be aware that the area generally known as the "Rockpile" at Folgate Ranch, in the
Lake Los Angeles area, is the location of an important archaeological site. This site was recorded by
myself, with the permission of the property owners, in 1995 as State of California archaeological site CA-
LAN-2368. The portion of the site that was recorded is mainly a Native American pictograph, or painted
rock art site. The paintings are in mostly good condition, and are the best surviving examples of their
type in the south central Mojave Desert. The family that owns the property has owned the ranch for
several generations, and has always made sure the paintings were not harmed. Because they are on
private property, the paintings are not well known. The family, however, occasionally allows responsible
researchers, students, Native Americans, etc. to access and examine the site.

Folgate Ranch is also the location of what appears to be an important Native American habitation site.
Artifacts, including food preparation items like manos and metates have been found during ranch
operations. This aspect of the site has not been studied or recorded, so the exact nature of the deposit is

unknown.

The Folgate Ranch site, including both the well-preserved native rock paintings and the habitation site,
represent important prehistoric resources. | have no doubt that if the site at this Ranch were given the
scientific and historic attention that it deserves, that the site would easily qualify for listing on the
National Register of Historic Places.

| believe that any future development or building of large projects anywhere in the vicinity of the
Folgate Ranch should avoid the Ranch and the important prehistoric archaeological deposits located
there to the greatest degree possible.

Albert Knight
Santa Barbara Museum of Natural History Archaeology Department Associate

JMA and Associates
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"lucky mike" To <Karl_Price@dot.ca.gov>

<luckymike0057@verizon.net
5 cc

10/10/2010 08:42 PM bee
Subject 138 Toll Road for trucks

Karl, The truck route from Victorville is a wonderful idea.As we all know how "deadly" that section of
highway is and cars at 65-70 mph and trucks at 55 dont mix well on that stretch of road.But to put the
financal burden on commercial trucks by charging tolls does not seem fair at all.please explore better
options.Thanks Mike Malone LM Transport,Hesperia,Ca
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October 15, 2010

Ronald J. Kosinski [7/4
Deputy District Director
Caltrans District 07

100 South Main St., MS-16A
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Subj: High Desert Corridor

Dear Sir;

I was in attendance at the public scoping meeting in Apple Valley on September 29th.
am opposed to the Apple Valley portion of this project and therefore support the “No
Build” alternative.

I have traveled Highway 18/247 for many years. It seems that most of this traffic is local
rather than destined for Palmdale. Is there data that supports building an expensive
freeway from east of Apple Valley to the I-15 Freeway to provide better access to
Palmdale? If there is, let’s see it.

This observation also applies to Dale Evans Parkway. There does not appear to be heavy
traffic, particularly trucks, utilizing this roadway until one approaches the Wal-Mart
distribution center. Perhaps the existence of that facility is what triggered this project.

It would seem that funds of this nature could be better utilized building additional cross-
overs at I-15 (as proposed for MANY years. Navajo NOT being a good option) and up-
grading either Central or Dale Evans Parkway.

I do appreciate the departments efforts and the time dedicated to the public meetings.

f oS

W. Monroe

CcC
Senator Runner
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Johuson Valley Improvement Association
50567-A Quailbyish Road,
Johwson Valley, California, 92285

760-364-3575
FED. EMP. ID # 95-3131208

Ronald J. Kosinski, Deputy District Director /AL

Division of Environmental Planning (07-HDC [New SR-138], Project No. 80)
Caltrans District 7

100 S. Main Street, MS-16ALos Angeles, CA 90012

October 25, 2010

Dear Mr. Kosinski:

We wish to protest the construction of the High Desert Corridor as it is
presently being planned, as the study does not include every area the HDC would
affect adversely.

We are residents of a rural homestead community on SH 247 about 50 miles to the
east of Apple Valley.

We do not want the increase in truck and other traffic that we foresee with the
change in traffic patterns the HDC would cause.

We also do not want to see a freeway continuation of the HDC replacing SH247.

We are already seeing air pollution coming from the west during thermal
inversions. More population and highway travel could only make it worse.

Thank you for your attention,

The Board of Directors of the
Johnson Valley Improvement Association

gﬂ%%msw

Betty Munson
President
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Page | of |

JVIA BOARD please read and reply RUSH! This needs to be mailed right away!

Riiald J; Kosinaki; Deiity Disieiet Director 17

Division of Environmental Planning (07-HDC [New SR-138], Project No. 80)
Caltrans District 7

100 S. Main Street, MS-16A

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Mr. Kosinski;

We wish to protest the construction of the High Desert Corridor as it is presently being planned.

We are residents of a rural homestead community on SH 247 about 50 miles to the east of Apple Valley.
Why is all of SH 18, plus 247 and 62 NOT INCLUDED in the EIS study arca? Please make sure the

planning takes us into account.

We do not want the increase in truck and other traffic that we foresee with the change in traffic patterns
the HDC would cause.

We also do not want to see a freeway continuation of the HDC replacing SH247.

We are already seeing air pollution coming from the west during thermal inversions. More population
and highway travel could only make it worse.

Thank you for your attention,

The Board of Directors of the
Johnson Valley Improvement Association

Betty Munson
President
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Court Prittie
4880 Bonanza Rd.
Johnson Valley CA 92285

Ronald J. Kosinski, Deputy District Director U

Division of Environmental Planning (07-HDC [New SR-138], Project No. 80)
Caltrans District 7

100 S. Main Street, MS-16A

Los Angeles, CA 90012

October 25, 2010
Dear Mr. Kosinski,

Please research very carefully the damage that would occur from the increase in traffic and air pollution all across the
High Desert if the plans for the High Desert Corridor are carried out.

The area to the east of Apple Valley all the way to the state line, and down to the I-10 must be studied for this project,
or the study is meaningless.

Sincerely
Court Prim'Z/ 3
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Greg and Laura Raven
PO Box 1710, Apple Valley, CA 92307

October 4, 2010
Michael Miles W
100 Main Street, Ste 100
Los Angeles, CA 90012-3606

Re: High Desert Corridor

Dear Mr. Miles,

Thank you for your letter of September 20, 2010, regarding the High Desert Corri-
dor. Because there is no usable key on the map you sent, and because we can’t tell
from your letter exactly what the options are, we'll tell you what we don’t want,
rather than what we do want.

As we understand it, one of the options includes the reconfiguration of Hwy 18
through Apple Valley. This alternative would bifurcate the town. To accomplish this
division, many of the wonderful older homes along Hwy 18 would have to be de-
stroyed, as well as Outer Hwy 18, and crossing the reconfigured Hwy 18 would be
possible only at a few signal-controlled intersections. This would almost certainly
stamp out the individuality that has been characteristic of Apple Valley historically.
We also have to wonder what happens if someone on one side of the reconfigured
Hwy 18 needs to get to the other side in a hurry, as might happen in a medical emer-
gency? It seems to me that the monetary costs of implementing this route would be
less devastating than the costs to the community. It also seems to me that as time
goes on, any increase in traffic along this route would further divide the town. There-
fore, we ask that you not choose the route (shown in red and black on your map) that
goes through Hwy 18 in Apple Valley.

As traffic increases on Hwy 18 through Apple Valley, it becomes more and more im-
portant to route the heavy truck traffic elsewhere, such as either of the alternatives
that go north of town and connect to Hwy 18 west of the Bear Valley Cutoff.

I very much appreciate having the ability to submit my input on this matter.
Please don’t hesitate to contact me if you have any questions or comments.

Sincerely yours,

oy

Greg./yﬁd ]gura Raven
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To: Mr. Ron Kosinski //L-
Caltrans Deputy District Director

Re: High Desert Corridor

October 1, 2010

Mr. Kosinski,

Thank you, and all the staff involved, for holding a professionally run community
comment meeting in Palmdale on 9/27/10 regarding the High Desert Corridor plans.

Of the many people attending and commenting, it was notable that about %4 traveled at
least a %2 hour from Lake Los Angeles to participate.

Currently, as the proposed route leaves Avenue P8 and the town portion of
Palmdale, it drops South to Palmdale Blvd. near Sun Village, then continues through
Lake Los Angeles. This is perhaps the portion of the proposed route with the most
objections and the portion on which I will comment. I can also offer a probable
solution.

First the issues:

1) Lake LA, especially between 150™ East and 180™ East, is a mix of very long term
(> a decade) and very new (foreclosure purchase) residents on minimum %z to 1
acre properties, many with horses, goats, chickens, and/or other farm animals and
small crops. All of us greatly value the quiet, dark, natural environment and
purposely chose to live outside of town. The proposed route directly impacts 500-
550 one acre properties, trapping us between a freeway and the rocky Lovejoy
Buttes to suffer a new onset of noise, lights, and smog.

2) Sun Village includes the Palmdale Blvd. route between about 70" East and 110®
East with 400-500 residences and businesses affected.

3) Two High Schools and two Elementary Schools are directly impacted by the
proposed Palmdale Blvd. route.

4) Several Wildlife Sanctuaries are in and around Lake LA and Sun Village that will
be adversely impacted by the proposed Palmdale Blvd. route.

5) The proposed routes do not adequately serve the 150,000 Lancaster residents well
as these people would still need to travel South through Palmdale to access an
Eastbound route.

6) The proposed routes do not serve Northbound LA - Las Vegas traffic well as they
duplicate the current, recently upgraded Pearblossom Hwy /138/18. The proposed
routes are less than 6 miles from, or incorporate, the Pearblossom Hwy route, but
30 miles from the next potential Eastbound route at Hwy. 58.
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But the good news is, a route from the 14 freeway/Avenue P8 that angles North just 2-5
miles, therefore passing North of Lake Los Angeles and Sun Village entirely, would:
1) impact less than 30 homes (rather than 1,000),
2) serve Lancaster and Palmdale better, because of easy access from Avenue K,
3) miss four schools,
4) miss several Wildlife Sanctuaries,
5) serve all the through traffic better by a more balanced distance between East/West
through routes,
6) and allow for growth of Lancaster, Palmdale, and Lake LA with full knowledge of
a nearby freeway.

An additional bonus to a route North of Lake LA is that it would provide much better
access to Saddleback Butte State Park, a nearly 3,000 acre park with camping, hiking,
and equestrian trails at Avenue J and 170" East, as well as the newly refurbished and re-
opened Antelope Valley Indian Museum, a State Park collection of artifacts at Avenue M
and 150™ East.

Therefore, please consider a route angling North of Lake Los Angeles to greatly
reduce or eliminate the adverse impacts on two rural, agricultural communities, reduce
or eliminate impact on four schools, reduce or eliminate impact on wildlife, serve
Northbound LA travelers as well as Lancaster/Palmdale residents better, and greatly
improve access to two currently remote State Facilities.

Thank you,
Lisa Ready

15701 East Avenue Q4
Palmdale (Lake LA)

CA 93591

LisaMaeNJ @hotmail.com
(661) 526-6910
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To whom it may concern:

We would like to have the following statements filed for the record concerning the

‘HDC-NEW State Route 138 Freeway/Express Project’.

We have the property referred to by historians as ‘The Rockpile/Folgate Ranch’ located at

38909 180" St East, Palmdale, CA 93591. It's approximately 150 acres that has been in our family
through five generations. This is a very distinctive location of Native American History and it would be
an enormous loss to have a highway constructed in this area.

Included is a statement by archaeologist, Albert Knight. He has brought many others of his profession
here to learn and document this area. The Directors of the Antelope Valley Indian Museum (past and
present) have used the Rockpile/Folgate Ranch over the years as well, to teach and explore, including
archeology students from the United Kingdom and Wales. Also, David Earle, President of the Antelope
Valley Historical Society, has done many documentations here over the years. This is a unique and

cherished place, with historical value, let alone the fact that it has been our home for almost 100 years.

If you need more information or documentation, please don’t hesitate to contact us.
Thank you for your time.

The Rockpile/Folgate Ranch
38909 180" St East
Palmdale, CA 93591

W. Charlene Reasor 661-537-5675
Gina Harrell 661-264-1074
Rhonda Reasor 661-277-1235
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October 26, 2010
Mr. Ronald J. Kosinski
Deputy District Director
Divisoin of Environmental Planning (07-HDC (New SR-138), Project No. 80)
Caltrans District 7
100 S. Main Street, MS-16A
Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: Planning for High Desert Corridor
Dear Mr. Kosinski:

I am a property owner in the Mojave High Desert Community of Johnson Valley, along route 247 between Lucerne
Valley and Landers. I have read the Fact Sheet regarding the High Desert corridor (HDC) and am dismayed by the
State’s plans to build yet another Freeway project outside of the Los Angeles Metropolitan area which will just
result in more overdevelopment, traffic air pollution and congestion.

In recent years, the State of California has made major advances towards a Sustainable future with legislative
initiatives to reduce air emissions, reduce green house gases, reduce fuel consumption and foster the development of
the transportation projects.

The HDC project flies in the face of all these initiatives. It will facilitate more Vehicles Miles Traveled (VMT), add
to fuel consumption, congestion, tasteless tract bedroom communities, air pollution, energy waste and environmental
degradation.

I believe that any study relating to such a corridor must consider a public transportation alternative. Less Freeways
and more Public Transportation is what the voters of this State have asked for.

What Caltrans is giving us with the HDC is more of the same we have seen for years with a readily predicted
outcome. It will assuredly transport traffic congestion, air pollution, and environmental degradation to these pristine
high desert rural communities that provide fresh air, expansive vistas, open spaces, rare and diverse flora and fauna,
historic archeology, recreation and respite from today’s urban stress.

What you will transport on the Freeway will inevitable destroy that which we all long for, seek and require for
sustenance!

In this State and especially in southern California, we are rapidly running out of the great outdoors!! The high desert
offers one of the last convenient weekend escapes from Los Angeles. The inevitable development resulting from the
HDC will destroy this pristine environment and push the perimeter of the desert wilderness further beyond a
weekend’s escape. Rather than putting efforts into that “same ol same ol” freeway development, Caltrans should be
focusing on strategies of densification and public transportation with the existing Basin. Let’s preserve as much of
out desert wilderness and recreation areas from the urban encroachment that the HDC would cause to our
increasingly threatened environment.

1 and my fellow residents of the Homestead Valley will continue to comment, monitor and badger you on this
initiate until you wake-up to the desires of the people of California and recognize the destructive consequences of
Caltrans policies and decisions!

Sincerely yours,

Carl Peter Ripaldi

Environmental Specialist
Resident of the Homestead Valley

¢/o PO BOX 3694, Landers CA 92285
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To "Steve Ro" <Steve.Ro@Lee-Ro.com>

Karl
* PresDO7ICaliens/CAGaY cc Robert Wang/D07/Caltrans/CAGov@DOT

10/04/2010 11:21 AM
bce

Subject Re: Mailing List[3

Steve,
I'll make sure you're on the list.

Karl Price

Senior Environmental Planner
Division of Environmental Planning
Caltrans - District 7

213-897-1839

"Steve Ro" <Steve.Ro@Lee-Ro.com>

"Steve Ro"
<Steve.Ro@Lee-Ro.com> To <Karl_Price@dot.ca.gov>
10/02/2010 08:58 PM cc

Subject Mailing List

| own a property along the Apple Valley HWY 18 alignment . Please include me in the mailing list for the
High Desert Corridor Project. Thanks.

M. Steve Ro, P.E.

President/CEO

LEE & RO, Inc.

1199 S. Fullerton Road

City of Industry, CA 91748-1232

Direct (626) 667-5310 Main (626) 912-3391 Fax (626) 912-2015

steve.ro@lee-ro.com
www.LEE-RO.com
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September 30, 2010

Re: The High Desert Corridor (ﬁ{{,
Parcel 440013760000

I am a property owner in Apple Valley. I was unable to attend 09/29/10
meeting in Apple Valley. I am sure there will be other meetings in the near
future, since the project is in the early stages of development.

Please put me on your mailing list concerning this project.

Cordially Yours

Anne G Sweeney/David Villanueva
P.O Box 291573

11230 Johnson Rd

Phelan,Ca 92329-1573
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Ronald J. Kosinski, Deputy District Director
Division of Environmental Planning
Caltrans District 7

100 S. Main Street, MS-16A

Los Angeles, CA 90012

September 29, 2010

Mr. Kosinski, /LK

As a member of the Owner-Operators Independent Drivers Association, I am writing
you to express my feelings of the proposal to construct a new freeway/expressway connecting
the City of Palmdale in Los Angeles County and Apple Valley in San Bernardino County. This
project has been named the Metropolitan Bypass Freeway/High Desert Corridor. While I
wholeheartedly agree with the California Department of Transportation when they say that
another solution is needed to adequately support the flow of traffic on SR-138, it is ridiculous to
pursue charging tolls exclusively in a truck-toll format.

I know the existing SR-138 is just two lanes in many places, heavily trafficked by trucks
and commuters and that traffic volumes will only increase in the future, due in part to expansion
of Palmdale Regional Airport and the opening of the Adelanto Gateway Logistics Center. It is
unfair to pin the proposed toll exclusively on commercial drivers while others traveling the east-
west direction through the high desert can drive for free.

I am asking Caltrans Districts 7 and 8, the Los Angeles County Metropolitan
Transportation Authority (Metro), San Bernardino County, San Bernardino Associated
Governments (SANBAG), and numerous cities involved in the High Desert Corridor Joint
Powers Authority to strongly reconsider burdening commercial drivers who are over regulated
enough not to be taxed again while trying to do their job.

Sincerely,- ; Qw/

Jim Tucker
Member
Owner-Operator Independent Drivers Association
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Agency Comments
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760.955.5000

FAX 760.245.7243
vville@ci.victorville.ca.us
http://ci.victorville.ca.us

CITY OF

VICTORVILLE

14343 Civic Drive
P.O. Box 5001
Victorville, California 92393-5001

September 23, 2010

Mr. Ronald J. Kosinski, Deputy District Director
Division of Environmental Planning

(07-HDC [New SR-138], Project #80)

Caltrans, District 7

100 South Main Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: HIGH DESERT CORRIDOR ALTERNATIVES

Dear Mr. Kosinski:

City of Victorville Engineering Department staff have reviewed the following documents sent via email
from Roberto Machuca of Metro on September 20, 2010 (attached):

e High Desert Corridor Alternatives, dated September 14, 2010, describing Alternatives 1
through 7 (referred to as “Alternatives”)

e Map of High Desert Corridor alternatives, dated September 9, 2010, prepared by Caltrans
District 7, with Caltrans and Metro logos (referred to as “Map”)

Victorville Engineering Department staff has the following comments regarding the Alternatives.

Alternative 1: No Build

Please provide the criteria used to select the planned or committed projects for the 2035 horizon
year. Will the SCAG RTP be used? Will other planning documents be used? The City would like to
see the list of projects when it is developed and have an opportunity to comment on them.

Alternative 2: TSM/TSM
The description should include traffic signal coordination of arterial routes and existing SR-18.

Alternative 3: Freeway / Expressway
Please provide justifications for alignment variations A, B and C.

Alternative 3C: Alignment Variation to SR-18

This alignment, if it is only connected to the existing SR-138, and no HDC alignment is constructed
north of existing SR-18, would not provide access or handle the forecasted traffic volumes for the
Southern California Logistics Airport. Please see comments below on Alternative 5.

Alternative 4: Freeway / Toll way

A toll way for alignment variation C would be infeasible on SR-18 (Palmdale Road) between US-395
and I-15. The access restrictions necessary for a toll way would be too restrictive to accommodate
local access needs for residents and businesses.
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Mr. Ronald J. Kosinski, Deputy District Director
Page 2
September 23, 2010

Alternative 5: Palmdale Bypass and Widening of Existing SR-138 and SR-18

Victorville was not previously contacted or notified regarding Metro / Caltrans intent of showing a HDC
alternative on existing SR-18 between SR-138 and 1-15. Victorville is opposed to this alternative. This
alignment would not serve the purpose and need of the project. It would not provide access to the
Southern California Logistics Airport (SCLA). The planned arterial system in the Victor Valley will not
be have sufficient capacity to handle the volumes of traffic projected to be generated from SCLA. In
addition to high passenger vehicles volumes, high truck volumes will need to be accommodated by a
freeway facility. This alternative would also not provide access to the North Apple Valley Industrial
Area. If an alternative east of I-15 were not included, it would not provide congestion relief of existing
SR-18 and Bear Valley Road, east of I-15.

SR-18 (Palmdale Road) from US-395 to I-15 runs through an urbanized area of Victorville. From [-15
to about 1.5 miles east many of the parcels fronting SR-18 have been developed. Improving this
alignment into a freeway / expressway would have significant right of way, community and economic
impacts. A large number of businesses would have to be relocated. Local access for residents and
businesses would have to be restricted beyond what has been planned for in the City’s circulation.
This alignment is not consistent with the City’s Circulation Element of the General Plan, adopted
October 21, 2008. The General Plan shows the High Desert Corridor alignment along a portion of Air
Expressway and continuing to 1-15 to connect between the Stoddard Wells Road north and south
interchanges. The General Plan can be accessed on the City's website (http://ci.victorville.ca.us)
under the Development Department. For the Circulation map, refer to page 79 of 240 (page C-28,
Figure Circ-7).

Alternative 6: Freeway / Expressway with High Speed Rail

Additional right of way for HSR in the SCLA area between Phantom West and Phantom East
(currently along Air Expressway) could be problematic. The City has already master planned this area
and mapped a portion of it anticipating a right of way width of 150 feet north of the HDC centerline. A
60 foot utility corridor has been mapped immediately north of the anticipated HDC right of way.
Additional right way for HSR would increase the impacts as described above for Alternative 5.

Alternative 7: Freeway / Toll way with High Speed Rail
The same comments would apply as described above for Alternatives 4 and 6.

Victorville Engineering Department staff has the following comments regarding the Map.

1. The correspondence of the alternative descriptions to the alignments shown on the map is not
clear. The alternative variations should be labeled on the map such as 3A and 3B, etc.

2. Alternatives 3C and 5 should be deleted from the map SR-18 between SR-138 and I-15.

3. The following changes should be made to the map. “Victorville” and “Hesperia” need to be
identified on the map. Delete “Mojave Heights” and “Gotners Corner”. Label “Bear Valley Rd".

4. The map needs a legend for the colors. What are the colors supposed to designate?

5. We assume that the alignments shown between US-395 and SR-18 / Bear Valley Road are
the same as the alternative 1 and 2 alignments that have been studied in the PA/ED that has
been underway in District 8 with Victorville acting as the lead; please confirm this.
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Mr. Ronald J. Kosinski, Deputy District Director
Page 3
September 23, 2010

The City is requesting more detailed maps for City staff (not the public) to review that show the
alignment and variations along Palmdale Blvd. continuing through Adelanto to US-395. It would be
useful to be able to reference the alignment to existing streets and features. Thank you for the
opportunity to comment. | can be contacted at 760-955-5156 if you need to discuss anything or need
clarification of Victorville’s comments.

Sincerely,
Brian Gengler

Assistant City Engineer

e John A. McGlade, City Engineer
Roberto Machuca, Transportation Planner, Metro
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DESERT AND MOUNTAIN CONSERVATION AUTHORITY
44811 North Date Avenue, Suite G

3} Lancaster, California 93534

Phone (310) 589-3200°Fax (310) 589-2408

October 29, 2010

Ronald J. Kosinski

Deputy District Director

Division of Environmental Planning

Caltrans, District 7

100 South Main Street, Mailstop 16A (Project: HDC)
Los Angeles, CA 90012

High Desert Corridor
Project Scoping

Dear Mr. Kosinski:

The Desert and Mountains Conservation Authority (DMCA) is highly concerned about the
proposed High Desert Corridor Freeway/Expressway Project and its severe direct and indirect
impacts on fragile desert ecology. Caltrans is proposing a brand new freeway through a largely
undeveloped area prone to sprawl in an era when the national consensus has turned markedly
away from such growth-inducing projects. In addition, the proposed project violates all the
tenets of conservation biology by dividing the largest contiguous core habitat block in Los
Angeles County. Freight movement is an important component of economic activity, which
is why Caltrans' misplaced focus on alleviating future passenger vehicle traffic is disappointing.
The DMCA urges a reassessment of the goals of the project and a full cost-benefit accounting
of externalities from freeway construction, including the cost of fully mitigating impacts to
biological resources. Alternatives that accommodate goods movement and passenger rail
without subsidizing passenger vehicle travel are environmentally superior.

Purpose and Need Statement Must be More Focused and Specific

The Purpose and Need statement does not accurately characterize the nature of growth in the
Antelope Valley. Growth and transportation capacity expansions have a dynamic interaction,
but recent research has demonstrated almost unequivocally that capacity expansions induce
growth until the system returns to equilibrium, often at the same or even worse level of
congestion. Contrary to the statement's assertion that "Improvements to this corridor are
considered necessary to provide for the existing and projected traffic demand attributed to
residential growth and increasing developments," construction of a new multilane freeway in
this corridor would induce new traffic-producing residential development that would not occur
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Mr. Ronald J. Kosinski

High Desert Corridor Project Scoping
October 29, 2010

Page 2

otherwise. This proposed capacity expansion would be the cause of new development, rather
than a prudent response to it. The Purpose and Need statement must be revised to reflect
current understanding of the interaction between housing and transportation. A more specific
focus on goods movement and passenger rail would properly focus the statement on the
intended economic benefit of the project and serve as a better basis for evaluating the proposed

alternatives.

Impacts to Biological Resources and Habitat Connectivity Must be Fully Mitigated

The DMCA does not oppose economic development in the Antelope Valley, but is deeply
committed to protecting its biological function and visual resources. Linear transportation
corridors are particularly damaging to desert ecology because they divide formerly contiguous
habitat blocks and drainage regimes. Over time, populations that can no longer interact with
individuals on the other side of the road become genetically isolated. In other locations,
specific wildlife crossing structures built after the fact partially remedy this imbalance at a cost
of millions of dollars. No road has ever been built that is not a genetic barrier to some extent.
While some mammals can safely cross a two-lane road with light traffic, a four-lane, high-speed
freeway or expressway will all but eliminate genetic exchange without implementing extensive
wildlife-specific design. The Environmental Impact Report (EIR) must conduct a thorough
review of best practices for wildlife crossing design, with a particular focus on examples in other
desert ecosystems. The results of this review must be incorporated into the design of all
potential alternatives. The proposed project must be the most wildlife-permeable roadway ever
designed.

The corridor alignment also crosses multiple desert washes of great biological importance.
Freeway construction will unavoidably disturb the streambeds, but final design must minimize
impacts to the hydrologic and biological function of these unique landscape features.
Undercrossings must maximize stream channel width and maximize avoidance of impacts
within the 100-year floodplain. Bridge openings must be designed to maximize wildlife
movement. All major washes along the Los Angeles County portion of the alignment must
have clear openings at least 125 feet wide with 12 feet of vertical clearance, with some support
pillars as needed. The EIR must design all alternatives to maximize avoidance of hydrological
impacts.

Project Must be Designed to Minimize Potential for Induced Growth

In addition to the aforementioned direct impacts from roadway construction, the indirect
impacts from a traditional freeway project in this corridor would be immense. Without
appropriate controls, induced residential growth would sprawl along the route and overwhelm
the new capacity with commuters heading to Santa Clarita, the San Fernando Valley, and Los
Angeles, or east to the Inland Empire. Worse, these new trips would collect on already
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Mr. Ronald J. Kosinski

High Desert Corridor Project Scoping
October 29, 2010

Page 3

overburdened freeways such as the 14, 5, and 15, prompting calls for future widening. Any
induced residential growth in the corridor would eliminate the freight movement benefits of
the project. The air quality and greenhouse gas impacts must be evaluated using long-term
models accounting for induced demand. The EIR must also demonstrate consistency with
greenhouse gas reduction goals from AB 32 and SB 375. Short-term congestion relief is not
an air quality benefit if it leads to greater vehicle-miles travelled in the long term.

Of greatest concern is the habitat lost due to residential expansion into natural areas. Freeway
capacity expansion encourages low-density residential development in previously inaccessible
areas by lowering the economic threshold of development. The physical footprint of
freeway-associated development will displace local flora and fauna and increase habitat
fragmentation to the extent that development parallels the transportation corridor. If housing
is developed continuously along the freeway, then even the most advanced wildlife crossing
structure will not overcome this impermeable barrier. To prevent these effects, the project
must include acquisition of large habitat blocks on both sides of crossing structures to protect
the passages from development and edge effects that deter successful crossing.

Habitat and Connectivity Loss Must be Mitigated through Acquisition

The EIR will be deficient if it does not include an inventory and economic analysis of private
parcels along the route with the potential to be developed and propose and fund a habitat
acquisition plan to mitigate the impacts from induced growth. This analysis must include all
parcels within two miles of the project corridor and five miles upstream and downstream along
intersecting riparian corridors. To protect habitat linkages, ecosystem connectivity, and
resource values, a continuous buffer area %-mile wide on both sides of the freeway must be
acquired and transferred in fee ownership to a public land management agency such as the
DMCA or Mountains Recreation and Conservation Authority (MRCA). We encourage
Caltrans to work with DMCA and MRCA staff to develop an acceptable land acquisition
mitigation measure.

A Full Range of Freeway Alternatives and Management Scenarios Must be Considered

Given these impacts, the DMCA must question the prudence of this project's scope. With a
revised Purpose and Need statement, Caltrans can focus on lower-hanging fruit to improve
goods movement without the massive environmental impact of a new freeway. TDM strategies
or local intersection improvements can relieve bottlenecks using existing infrastructure at a
fraction of the cost and minimal environmental impact. Safety improvements along existing
routes will also reduce delays resulting from periodic traffic incidents. Any natural event that
warrants closing SR 14 or 138 will also affect the new freeway, limiting its usefulness as an
emergency route. Improving passenger vehicle mobility and emergency access must be
removed from the Purpose and Need statement as they are either not beneficial or dubious
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Mr. Ronald J. Kosinski

High Desert Corridor Project Scoping
October 29, 2010

Page 4

assertions. The EIR must identify the marginal benefit in travel time and safety resulting from
each proposed project feature as well as each feature's marginal cost. Externalities must be
monetized to the extent possible and included as a project cost.

If the environmental analysis determines that a new transportation corridor is cost-effective,
then the project must be defined in a way that maximizes its utility for goods movement while
minimizing growth-inducing effects. To that end, the project should be tolled to reduce its
attractiveness as acommute option while increasing its effectiveness at transporting high-value
freight. There should be no local access outside of existing urban areas (only Palmdale and
Victorville) and no rights for developers to build future interchanges along the route. As
previously mentioned, a continuous corridor on both sides of the facility should be acquired
and transferred to a public land management agency. The EIR must evaluate alternative
management scenarios, including tolling, and their effect on induced growth.

Infrastructure Must be Designed for Long-Term Sustainability

The DMCA supports the project's inclusion of a rail right-of-way at this time to accommodate
future infrastructure development. With multiple high-speed passenger rail projects proposed
in the vicinity, it is fiscally and environmentally prudent to plan for their eventual connection
now and incorporate any mitigation measures into this single project. In this way, wildlife
crossings, bridge structures, and other physical improvements can be integrated to be more
cost-effective and less temporally disruptive.

The DMCA does not support bisecting the fragile desert ecosystem and is extremely concerned
with the growth this project will induce. Housing and transportation are inextricably related
and must be analyzed accordingly. We hope to collaborate closely with your agency to
minimize the environmental impacts mentioned above in the design phase. If you have any
questions, I can be reached at (310) 589-3230 ext. 128.

Sincerely,

Chief of Natural Resources and Planning
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U.S. Department of Homeland Security
FEMA Region IX

1111 Broadway, Suite 1200

Oakland, CA. 94607-4052

September 30, 2010

Ronald Kosinski, Deputy District Director 24
State of California '
Department of Transportation, District 7

100 Main Street, Suite 100

Los Angeles, California 90012-3606

Dear Mr. Kosinski:

This is in response to your request for comments on Invitation to an Agency Scoping meeting for
the High Desert Corridor — proposed High Desert Corridor-New State Route 138 project (also
known as the E-220) from State Route 14 in Los Angeles County to State Route 18 in San
Bernardino County.

Please review the current effective countywide Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FIRMs) for the
Counties of Los Angeles (Community Number 065043), Maps revised September 26, 2008 and
San Bernardino (Community Number 060270), Maps revised August 28, 2008. Please note that
the Counties of Los Angeles and San Bernardino, California are participants in the National
Flood Insurance Program (NFIP). The minimum, basic NFIP floodplain management building
requirements are described in Vol. 44 Code of Federal Regulations (44 CFR), Sections 59
through 65.

A summary of these NFIP floodplain management building requirements are as follows:

e All buildings constructed within a riverine floodplain, (i.e., Flood Zones A, AO, AH, AE,
and A1 through A30 as delineated on the FIRM), must be elevated so that the lowest
floor is at or above the Base Flood Elevation level in accordance with the effective Flood
Insurance Rate Map.

e If the area of construction is located within a Regulatory Floodway as delineated on the
FIRM, any development must not increase base flood elevation levels. The term
development means any man-made change to improved or unimproved real estate,
including but not limited to buildings, other structures, mining, dredging, filling,
grading, paving, excavation or drilling operations, and storage of equipment or
materials. A hydrologic and hydraulic analysis must be performed prior to the start of
development, and must demonstrate that the development would not cause any rise in
base flood levels. No rise is permitted within regulatory floodways.

www.fema.gov
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Ronald Kosinski, Deputy District Director
Page 2
September 30, 2010

e All buildings constructed within a coastal high hazard area, (any of the “V”’ Flood Zones
as delineated on the FIRM), must be elevated on pilings and columns, so that the lowest
horizontal structural member, (excluding the pilings and columns), is elevated to or above
the base flood elevation level. In addition, the posts and pilings foundation and the
structure attached thereto, is anchored to resist flotation, collapse and lateral movement
due to the effects of wind and water loads acting simultaneously on all building

components.

e Upon completion of any development that changes existing Special Flood Hazard Areas,
the NFIP directs all participating communities to submit the appropriate hydrologic and
hydraulic data to FEMA for a FIRM revision. In accordance with 44 CFR, Section 65.3,
as soon as practicable, but not later than six months after such data becomes available, a
community shall notify FEMA of the changes by submitting technical data for a flood
map revision. To obtain copies of FEMA’s Flood Map Revision Application Packages,
please refer to the FEMA website at http://www.fema.gov/business/nfip/forms.shtm.

Please Note:

Many NFIP participating communities have adopted floodplain management building
requirements which are more restrictive than the minimum federal standards described in 44
CFR. Please contact the local community’s floodplain manager for more information on local
floodplain management building requirements. The Los Angeles County floodplain manager can
be reached by calling George De La O, Senior Civil Engineer, at (626) 458-7155. The San
Bernardino County floodplain manager can be reached by calling Mary Lou Mermilliod,
Certified Floodplain Manager, at (909) 387-0835.

If you have any questions or concerns, please do not hesitate to call Cynthia McKenzie (Los
Angeles County) at (510) 627-7190 and/or Frank Mansell (San Bernardino County) of the
Mitigation staff at (510) 627-7191.

Sincerely{\ RN K .
Q\\’\‘ N \? \'\\,,. .\\ )
\omert & o NNy .
Gregor Blackburn, CFM, Branch Chief
Floodplain Management and Insurance Branch

ce:

George De La O, Senior Civil Engineer, Los Angeles County

Marylou Mermilliod, Certified Floodplain Manager, San Bernardino County Department of
Public Works, Water Resources Division

Garret Tam Sing/Salomon Miranda, State of California, Department of Water Resources,
Southern Region Office

Frank Mansell, Floodplanner, DHS/FEMA Region IX

Cynthia McKenzie, Senior Floodplanner, CFM, DHS/FEMA Region IX

Alessandro Amaglio, Environmental Officer, DHS/FEMA Region IX

www.fema.gov
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October 22, 2010

Mr. Ronald J. Kosinski, Deputy District Director /4
Caltrans, District 7

Division of Environmental Planning

(HDC-New SR-138 Project No. 80)

100 South Main Street, Mail Stop-16A

Los Angeles, CA 90012-3606

Dear Mr. Kosinski:

Subject: High Desert Corridor Project
Environmental Scoping Notice

The Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (LADWP) appreciates this
opportunity to subrnit comments on your proposed High Desert Corridor (New
SR-138) Project extending from Palmdale to Apple Valley. The proposed
alignment crosses an LADWP transmission line right-of-way. In order to fully
address potential Right-of-Way issues, the LADWP is providing the following
comments which include requests for additional information from the project
proponent:

1) The power transmission line right-of-ways are an integral component of
the transmission line system, which provides electric power to the
City of Los Angeles and other locai communities. Their use is under the
urisdiction of the Federal North American Electric Reliability Council
(NERC). Safety and protection of critical facilities are the primary factors
used to evaluate secondary land use proposals. The right-of-ways serve
as platforms for access, construction, maintenance, facility expansion and
emergency operations. Therefore, the proposed use may from time to time
be subject to temporary disruption caused by such operations.

2) Provide plans that illustrate the LADWP Transmission Line Right-of-Way
boundaries within the proposed SR-138 improvements. Include towers
and cleararices from proposed improvements.

Water and Power Conservation ...a way of life

111 North Hope Street, Los Angeles, California 90012-2607  Mailing address: Box 51111, Los Angeles 90051-5700

Telephone: (213) 367-4211 Cable address: DEWAPOLA K,
Recyciable and made from recycled waste. %6}
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Mr. Ronald J. Kosinski, Deputy District Director
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3) Conductor Clearances will be subject to the review and approval of the
Transmission Engineering Group.The LADWP may need a copy of the
conductor survey illustrating the cross sections showing our existing
conductors and proposed improvements. See the enclosed LADWP
Conductor Survey Instructions.The Transmission Engineering Group will
use the data to calculate and confirm that conductor clearances meet
General Order (GO) No. 95, Rule 61.6-B.

4) All construction activities shall adhere to the LADWP’s Standard
Conditions for Construction. See enclosure.

5) Provide cross sections of existing and proposed improvements within and
adjacent to the LADWP Transmission Line Right-of-Way.

Note: Cut and fill slopes inside the LADWP Transmission Line Right-of-
Way steeper than 2 horizontal to 1 vertical require retaining structures or
geotechnical report approval.

6) Provide the location and elevations (heights) of all above and below
ground structures. All ground elevations are to remain unchanged from
existing conditions after proposed improvements associated with the
SR-138 improvements are completed.

Note: Grading activity resulting in a vertical clearance between the ground
and the transmission line conductor elevation less than thirty-five (35) feet
or as noted in GO No. 95, Rule 61.6-B within the LADWP Transmission
Line Right-of-Way are unacceptable. Ground cover for all below ground
utilities shall not be less than four (4) feet.

7) When grading activity affects the transmission line access roads, the
developer shall replace the affected access roads using the LADWP’s
Access Road Design Criteria. See enclosure.

8) Cathodic protection system, if any, shall have a design that does not
cause corrosion to the LADWP facilities. A detailed design of the cathodic
protection system shall be submitted for approval to the LADWP.

9) No grading shall be conducted within the LADWP Transmission Line
Right-of-Way without prior written approval of the LADWP.
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Mr. Ronald J. Kosinski, Deputy District Director
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10) No structures shall be constructed within the LADWP Transmission Line
Right-of-Way without prior written approval of LADWP.

11) The LADWP prohibits drainage structures or the discharging of drainage
onto the transmission line right-of-ways. Concentrated runoff can cause
erosion especially to the transmission line tower footings.

12) The developer shall compact all fill slopes within the LADWP
Transmission Line Right-of-Way. The compaction shall comply with
applicable Building Code requirements.

13) An area at least 50 feet around the base of each tower must remain
open and unobstructed for necessary maintenance, including periodic
washing of insulators by high-pressure water spray.

14) No grading is allowed below the top of tower footing within the LADWP
Transmission Line Right-of-Way, in the immediate vicinity of the towers.

15) Additional conditions may be required following review of detailed site
plans, grading/drainage plans, etc.

16) This reply shall in no way be construed as an approval of any project.

If you have any questions regarding the above comments, please contact
Mr. David Nevarez at (213) 367-3621 or Mr. Hal J. Messinger of my staff at
(213) 367-127€.

Sincerely,

Lligndn ( ! /-'/WC&MZ

Charles C. Holloway
Manager of Environmental Planning and Assessment

HM:aq

Enclosures

c/enc: Mr. David Nevarez
Mr. Hal J. Messinger
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CONDUCTOR SURVEY
DEPARTMENT OF WATER AND POWER
OVERHEAD TRANSMISSION ENGINEERING

Please perform a survey of each Department transmission line affected by the project.
For each span (the section of wire between two towers) provide the following
information:

1. The tower numbers of the Department transmission lines related to the span.
The tower number is located near ground level on at least one leg of each
tower.

2. Survey the top-of-concrete of each footing of each tower related to this
survey. For example, a survey involving one span would involve two
towers, each with four footings, for a total of eight top-of-concrete shots.

3. Survey at least 6 points along the span — the 2 points where the wire
attaches to the insulator and 4 additional points along the wire (preferred
spacing of 200 — 300 feet). Include additional points where special features
of the proposed improvements cross the transmission line (such as high
points, street lights, signs, etc.). For each point provide the following
information:

. The station relative to that particular span
. The elevation of the wire

. The existing ground elevation

. The proposed ground elevation

Date and Time

Temperature

. Sunlight (sunny, partly cloudy, or cloudy)
. Approximate wind speed

5@ o a0 o

Important: All (6) wire shots on each individual span shall be completed
within one hour after the first wire shot is made. Failure to comply with this
requirement will render data useless.

Updated:10/15/2008
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ACCESS ROAD DESIGN CRITERIA

1. When grading activity affects the Transmission Line access roads, the developer
shall replace the affected access roads using the following access road design
criteria. Typical Road Sections are illustrated in Attachment 1.

2. The access road right-of-way width shall be 50 feet minimum.

3. The access road drivable width shall be 14 feet minimum, and increased on curves
by a distance equal to 400 divided by the radius of curve. Additional 2 feet on
either side of the road shall be provided for berms and ditches, as detailed in the
attached Typical Road Sections.

4. The minimum centerline radius of curves shall be 50 feet.

5. The vertical alignment grades shall be limited to 10 percent.

6. Roads entirely located on fills or with cross sections showing more than 30
percent fill along the drivable width of the road require paving.

7. Intersections or driveways shall have a minimum sight distance of 300 feet in
either direction along the public street.

8. The developer shall provide a commercial driveway at locations where the
replaced access roads terminate at, or cross public roads.

9. The developer shall provide lockable gates on DWP property or easement at
locations where access roads terminate or cross public roads.
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Attachment 1

TRANSMISSION LINE ACCESS ROAD DETAILS
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10.

11A.

STANDARD CONDITIONS FOR CONSTRUCTION

Energized transmission lines can produce electrical effects including, but not limited to,
induced voltages and currents in persons and objects. Licensee hereby acknowledges
a duty to conduct activities in such manner that will not expose persons to injury or
property to damage from such effects.

Department personnel shall have access to the right of way at all times.

Unauthorized parking of vehicles or equipment shall not be allowed on the right of way
at any time.

Unauthorized storage of equipment or material shall not be allowed on the right of way
at any time.

Fueling of vehicles or equipment shall not be allowed on the right of way at any time.

Patrol roads and/or the ground surfaces of the right of way shall be restored by the
Licensee to original conditions, or better.

All trash, debris, waste, and excess earth shall be removed from the right of way upon
completion of the project, or the Department may do so at the sole risk and expense of
the Licensee.

All cut and fill slopes within the right of way shall contain adequate berms, benches, and
interceptor terraces. Revegetation measures shall also be provided for dust and erosion
control protection of the right of way.

All paving, driveways, bridges, crossings, and substructures located within the right of
way shall be designed to withstand a combined weight of 40,000 pounds in accordance
with the American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials H20-44
(M18) wheel loadings.

The location of underground pipelines and conduits shall be marked at all points where
they cross the boundaries of the right of way and at all locations where they change
direction within the right of way. The markings shall be visible and identifiable metal
post markers for underground pipelines. Utility markers flush with surface may be used
on pavement.

General Grounding Condition

All aboveground metal structures including, but not limited to, pipes, drainage devices,
fences, and bridge structures located within or adjoining the right of way shall be
properly grounded, and shall be insulated from any fencing or other conductive
materials located outside of the right of way. For safety of personnel and equipment, all
equipment and structures shall be grounded in accordance with State of California Code
of Regulations, Title 8, Section 2941, and National Electric Code, Article 250.

Rev. 01-29-07
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11B.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17A.

17B.

17C.

18.

Grounding Condition for Cellular Facilities on Towers

All aboveground metal structures including, but not limited to, pipes, drainage devices,
fences, and bridge structures located within or adjoining the right of way shall be
properly grounded, and shall be insulated from any fencing or other conductive
materials located outside of the right of way. For safety of personnel and equipment, all
equipment and structures shall be grounded in accordance with American National
Standards Institute of Electrical and Electronics Engineers Standard 487-latest edition,
IEEE Guide for Safety in AC Substation Grounding.

Licensee shall neither hold the Department liable for nor seek indemnity from the
Department for any damage to the Licensee's project due to future construction or
reconstruction by the Department within the right of way.

Fires and burning of materials is not allowed on the right of way.

Licensee shall control dust by dust-abatement procedures approved by the Department,
such as the application of a dust palliative or water.

The right of way contains high-voltage electrical conductors; therefore, the Licensee
shall utilize only such equipment, material, and construction techniques that are
permitted under applicable safety ordinances and statutes, including the following:

State of California Code of Regulations, Title 8, Industrial Relations, Chapter 4, Division
of Industrial Safety, Subchapter 5, Electrical Safety Orders; and California Public Utilities
Commission, General Order No. 95, Rules for Overhead Electric Line Construction.

Licensee is hereby notified that grounding wires may be buried in the right of way;
therefore, the Licensee shall notify the Department's Transmission Construction and
Maintenance Business Group at (818) 771-5060, or (818) 771-5076, at least 48 hours
prior to the start of any construction activities in the right of way.

Vehicle Parking

An area within 50 feet on one side of each tower measured along the longitudinal
direction of the right of way, 25 feet on the opposite side of each tower, and ten feet on
the remaining two sides of each tower, shall remain open and unobstructed for
maintenance and emergencies, including periodic washing of insulators by high-
pressure water spray.

Trucking Operations and Storage Operations

An area within 50 feet on one side of each tower measured along the longitudinal
direction of the right of way, and 25 feet on the remaining three sides of each tower,
shall remain open and unobstructed for maintenance and emergencies, including
periodic washing of insulators by high-pressure water spray.

Permanent Structures

An area within 100 feet on all sides of each tower shall remain open and unobstructed
for maintenance and emergencies, including periodic washing of insulators by high-
pressure water spray.

Detailed plans for any grading, paving, and construction work within the right of way
2
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shall be submitted for approval to the Real Estate Business Group, Department of
Water and Power, P.O. Box 51111, Room 1031, Los Angeles, California 90051-0100,
no later than 45 days prior to the start of any grading, paving, or construction work.
Notwithstanding any other notices given by Licensee required herein, Licensee shall
notify the Department's Transmission Construction and Maintenance Business Group at
(818) 771-5060, or (818) 771-5076, no earlier than 14 days and no later than two days
prior to the start of any grading, paving, or construction work.

19.  "As Constructed" drawings showing all plans and profiles of the Licensee's project
shall be furnished to the Real Estate Business Group, Department of Water and Power,
P. O. Box 51111, Room 1031, Los Angeles, California 90051-0100, within five days
after completion of Licensee's project.

20. In the event that construction within the right of way is determined upon inspection by
the Department to be unsafe or hazardous to Department facilities, the Department may
assign a line patrol mechanic at the Licensee's expense.

21. If the Department determines at any time during construction that the Licensee's efforts
are hazardous or detrimental to Department facilities, the Department shall have the
right to immediately terminate said construction.

22A.  All concentrated surface water which is draining away from the permitted activity shall
be directed to an approved storm drain system where accessible, or otherwise restored
to sheet flow before being released within or from the right of way.

22B. Drainage from the paved portions of the right of way shall not enter the unpaved area
under the towers. Drainage diversions such as curbs shall be used on three sides of
each tower. The open side of each tower shall be the lowest elevation side to allow
storm water which falls under the tower to drain. The area under the towers shall be
manually graded to sheet flow out from under the towers.

22C. Ponding or flooding conditions within the right of way shall not be allowed, especially
around the transmission towers. All drainage shall flow off of the right of way.

22D. Licensee shall comply with all Los Angeles County Municipal Storm Water Permit and
Standard Urban Storm Water Mitigation Plan requirements.

23A. Fills, including backfills, shall be in horizontal, uniform layers not to exceed six inches in
thickness before compaction, then compacted to 90 percent relative compaction in
accordance with the American Society for Testing and Materials D1557.

23B. The top two inches to six inches of the concrete footings of the towers shall remain
exposed and not covered over by any fill from grading operations.

23C. Licensee shall provide the Department with one copy each of the compaction report and
a Certificate of Compacted Fill, for clean fill compaction within the Department's
right of way in accordance with the American Society for Testing and Materials D1557,
approved by a geotechnical engineer licensed in the State of California.

24, A surety bond in the amount to be determined by the Department shall be supplied by
the Licensee to assure restoration of the Department's right of way and facilities, and
compliance with all conditions herein.

25. The Licensee shall obtain and pay for all permits and licenses required for performance
3
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of the work and shall comply with all laws, ordinances, rules, orders, or regulations
including, but not limited to, those of any agencies, departments, districts, or
commissions of the State, County, or City having jurisdiction thereover.

26. The term "construction", as used herein, refers only to that construction incidental to the
maintenance or repair of the existing (requested facility) and shall not be construed to
mean permission to construct any additional (requested facility).

27. Signs shall not exceed four feet wide by eight feet long, shall not exceed a height of
14 feet, shall be constructed of noncombustible materials, and shall be installed
manually at, and parallel with, the right of way boundary.

28. Remote-controlled gates, or lock boxes containing the device or key for opening the
remote-controlled gates, shall be capable of being interlocked with a Department
padlock to allow access to the right of way by the Department. Licensee shall contact
the Right of Way Supervisor at (818) 771-5048 to coordinate the installation of a
Department padiock.

29. Licensee's cathodic protection system, if any, shall have a design that does not cause
corrosion to Department facilities. A detailed design of the Licensee's cathodic protection
system shall be submitted for approval to the Real Estate Business Group, Department of
Water and Power, P. O. Box 51111, Room 1031, Los Angeles, California 90051-0100, no
later than 45 days prior to the start of construction or installation of the cathodic protection
system.

30A. Licensee shall install K-rails at a distance of ten feet from each side of the tower base
for protection of towers. A distance of five feet from the tower base may be acceptable
in locations where the patrol roads would be obstructed.

30B. Licensee shall install removable pipe bollards, spaced four feet apart, and at a distance
of ten feet from each side of the tower base for protection of towers. A distance of five
feet from the tower base may be acceptable in locations where the patrol roads would
be obstructed.

31A  Licensee shall provide and maintain a minimum 16-foot wide transition ramp for the
patrol roads from the pavement to the ground surface. The ramp shall not exceed a
slope of ten percent.

31B. Licensee shall provide and maintain a minimum 16-foot wide driveway and gate at all
locations where the (road/street) crosses the Department's patrol roads. The designed
gates must be capable of being interlocked with a Department padlock to allow access
to the right of way by the Department.

32, Licensee shall post a sign on the entrance gate to the right of way, or in a visible
location inside the entrance gate, identifying the contact person's name and telephone
number for the prompt moving of (vehicles/trucks/trailers/containers) at times of
Department maintenance or emergency activities, or any other event that
(vehicles/trucks/trailers/containers) must be moved. In emergency conditions, the
Department reserves all rights at any time to move or tow (vehicles/trucks/trailers/
containers) out of specific areas for any transmission operation or maintenance
purposes.
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STATE OF CALIFOBNIA Arnold Schwarzenegger, Governor

NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION
915 CAPITOL MALL, ROOM 364

SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

(916) 653-6251

Fax (916) 657-5390

Web Site www.nahc.ca.gov

e-mail: ds_nahc@pacbell.net

October 14, 2010

Mr. Karl Price

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION - DISTRICT 7
100 South Main Street, MS-16A

Los Angeles, CA 90012-3606

Re: SCH#2010091084 CEQA Notice of Preparation (NOP): draft Environmental Impact Report
(DEIR) for the Hirgh Desert Corridor (New State Route 138) Project; located in northeastern
Los Angeles County and the Mojave Desert of San Bernardino County, California.

Dear Mr. Price:

The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) is the state ‘trustee agency’
pursuant to Public Resources Code §21070 for the protection and preservation of California’s
Native American Cultural Resources. (Also see Environmental Protection Information Center v.
Johnson (1985) 170 Cal App. 3 604). The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA - CA
Public Resources Code §21000-21177, amendment effective 3/18/2010) requires that any
project that causes a substantial adverse change in the significance of an historical resource,
that includes archaeological resources, is a ‘significant effect’ requiring the preparation of an
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) per the California Code of Regulations §15064.5(b)(c )(f)
CEQA guidelines). Section 15382 of the CEQA Guidelines defines a significant impact on the
environment as “a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse change in any of physical
conditions within an area affected by the proposed project, including ...objects of historic or
aesthetic significance. The lead agency is required to assess whether the project will have an
adverse impact on these resources within the ‘area of potential effect (APE), and if so, to
mitigate that effect. State law also addresses Native American Religious Expression in Public
Resources Code §5097.9.

The Native American Heritage Commission did perform a Sacred Lands File (SLF)
search in the NAHC SLF Inventory, established by the Legislature pursuant to Public
Resources Code §5097.94(a) and_Native American Cultural Resources were difficult to
identify due to the number and length of locations.. Therefore it is important to do
early consultation with Native American tribes in your area as the best way to avoid
unanticipated discoveries once a project is underway and to learn of any sensitive cultural
areas. Enclosed are the names of the culturally affiliated tribes and interested Native
American individuals that the NAHC recommends as ‘consulting parties,’ for this purpose,
that may have knowledge of the religious and cultural significance of the historic properties
in the project area (e.g. APE). A Native American Tribe or Tribal Elder may be the only
source of information about a cultural resource.. Also, the NAHC recommends that a
Native American Monitor or Native American culturally knowledgeable person be employed
whenever a professional archaeologist is employed during the ‘Initial Study’ and in other
phases of the environmental planning processes.

Furthermore the NAHC recommends that you contact the California Historic
Resources Information System (CHRIS) of the Office of Historic Preservation (OHP), for
archaeological data. (916) 653-7278.
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Consultation with tribes and interested Native American tribes and interested Native American
individuals, as consulting parties, on the NAHC list ,should be conducted in compliance with the
requirements of federal NEPA (42 U.S.C. 4321-43351) and Section 106 and 4(f) of federal
NHPA (16 U.S.C. 470 [f)]et se), 36 CFR Part 800.3, the President’s Council on Environmental
Quality (CSQ; 42 U.S.C. 4371 et seq.) and NAGPRA (25 U.S.C. 3001-3013), as appropriate.
The 1992 Secretary of the Interior's Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties were
revised so that they could be applied to all historic resource types included in the National
Register of Historic Places and including cultural landscapes. Consultation with Native American
communities is also a matter of environmental justice as defined by California Government
Code §65040.12(e).

Lead agencies should consider avoidance, as defined in Section 15370 of the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) when significant cultural resources could be
affected by a project. Also, Public Resources Code Section 5097.98 and Health & Safety
Code Section 7050.5 provide for provisions for accidentally discovered archeological
resources during construction and mandate the processes to be followed in the event of an
accidental discovery of any human remains in a project location other than a ‘dedicated
cemetery. Discussion of these should be included in your environmental documents, as
appropriate.

The authority for the SLF record search of the NAHC Sacred Lands Inventory,
established by the California Legislature, is California Public Resources Code §5097.94(a)
and is exempt from the CA Public Records Act (c.f. California Government Code
§6254.10). The results of the SLF search are confidential. However, Native Americans on
the attached contact list are not prohibited from and may wish to reveal the nature of
identified cultural resources/historic properties. Confidentiality of “historic properties of
religious and cultural significance’ may also be protected the under Section 304 of the
NHPA or at the Secretary of the Interior’ discretion if not eligible for listing on the National
Register of Historic Places. The Secretary may also be advised by the federal Indian
Religious Freedom Act (cf. 42 U.S.C, 1996) in issuing a decision on whether or not to
disclose items of religious and/or cultural significance identified in or near the APE and
possibly threatened by proposed project activity.

CEQA Guidelines, Section 15064.5(d) requires the lead agency to work with the Native
Americans identified by this Commission if the initial Study identifies the presence or likely
presence of Native American human remains within the APE. CEQA Guidelines provide for
agreements with Native American, identified by the NAHC, to assure the appropriate and
dignified treatment of Native American human remains and any associated grave liens.
Although tribal consultation under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA; CA Public
Resources Code Section 21000 - 21177) is ‘advisory’ rather than mandated, the NAHC does
request ‘lead agencies’ to work with tribes and interested Native American individuals as
‘consulting parties,’ on the list provided by the NAHC in order that cultural resources will be
protected. However, the 2006 SB 1059 the state enabling legislation to the Federal Energy
Policy Act of 2005, does mandate tribal consultation for the ‘electric transmission corridors. This
is codified in the California Public Resources Code, Chapter 4.3, and §25330 to Division 15,
requires consultation with California Native American tribes, and identifies both federally
recognized and non-federally recognized on a list maintained by the NAHC

Health and Safety Code §7050.5, Public Resources Code §5097.98 and Sec. §15064.5 (d)
of the California Code of Regulations (CEQA Guidelines) mandate procedures to be followed,
including that construction or excavation be stopped in the event of an accidental discovery of
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any human remains in a location other than a dedicated cemetery until the county coroner or
medical examiner can determine whether the remains are those of a Native American. . No}e
that §7052 of the Health & Safety Code states that disturbance of Native American cemeteries

is a felony.

at (916) 653-6251 if you have any questions.

Please feel ffee to contact m

Program Analyst

Attachment: List'of Culturally Affiliated Native American Contacts

Cc:  State Clearinghouse
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San Manuel Band of Mission Indians
James Ramos, Chairperson

26569 Community Center Drive  Serrano
Highland » CA 92346

(909) 864-8933

(909) 864-3724 - FAX

(909) 864-3370 Fax

Chemehuevi Reservation
Charles Wood, Chairperson

P.O. Box 1976
Chemehuevi Vallsy CA 92363

chairicit@yahoo.com
(760) 858-4301
(760) 858-5400 Fax

Chemehuevi

Fort Mojave Indian Tribe
Tim Williams, Chairperson

500 Merriman Ave Mojave
Needles » CA 92363

(760) 629-4591

(760) 629-5767 Fax

Tehachapi Indian Tribe
Attn: Charlie Cooke

32835 Santiago Road Kawaiisu
Acton » CA 93510
suscol@intox.net

(661) 733-1812

This list is current only as of the date of this document.

Native American Contacts

Los Angeles and San Bernardino Counties

October 14, 2010

San Fernando Band of Mission Indians
John Valenzuela, Chairperson

P.O. Box 221838 Fernandefio
Newhall » CA 91322 Tataviam
tsen2u@hotmail.com Serrano
(661) 753-9833 Office Vanyume
(760) 885-0955 Cell Kitanemuk

(760) 949-1604 Fax

AhaMaKav Cultural Society, Fort Mojave Indian
Linda Otero, Director

P.O. Box 5990 Mojave
Mohave Valley AZ 86440
lindaotero@fortmojave,

(928) 768-4475

(928) 768-7996 Fax

Morongo Band of Mission Indians
Michael Contreras, Cultural Heritage Prog.

12700 Pumarra Road Cahuilla
Banning » CA 92220  Serrano
(951) 201-1866 - cell
mcontreras@morongo-nsn.

gov

(951) 922-0105 Fax

San Manuel Band of Mission Indians
Ann Brierty, Policy/Cultural Resources Departmen

26569 Community Center. Drive  Serrano
Highland » CA 92346

(909) 864-8933, Ext 3250
abrierty@sanmanuel-nsn.
gov

(909) 862-5152 Fax

Distribution of this list does not relieve any person of statutory responsibility as defined in Section 7050.5 of the Health and
Safety Code, Section 5097.94 of the Public Resources Code and Section 5097.98 of the Public Resources Code. Also,
federal National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), National Historic Preservation Act, Section 106 and fed

eral NAGPRA.  And 36 CFR Part 800.

This list Is only applicable for cor Ing local Native Americans for consultation purposes with regard to cultural resources impact by the proposed
SCH#2010091084; CEQA Notice of Preparation (NOP) ; draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the High Desert Corridor (new S.R. 138)
Project; located In northeastern Los Angeles County and the Mojave Desert area of San Bernardino County, California.
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Native American Contacts
Los Angeles and San Bernardino Counties
October 14, 2010

Serrano Nation of Indians
Goldie Walker

P.O. Box 343 Serrano
Patton » CA 92369

(909) 862-9883

Kern Valley Indian Council
Robert Robinson, Historic Preservtion Officer

P.O. Box 401 Tubatulabal
Weldon » CA 93283 Kawaiisu
brobinson@iwvisp.com Koso

(760) 378-4575 (Home) Yokuts
(760) 549-2131 (Work)

Ernest H. Siva
Morongo Band of Mission Indians Tribal Elder

9570 Mias Canyon Road Serrano
Banning » CA 92220 Cahuilla
siva@dishmail.com

(951) 849-4676

This list is current only as of the date of this document.

Distribution of this list does not relieve any person of statutory responsibllity as defined in Section 7050.5 of the Health and
Safety Code, Section 5097.94 of the Public Resources Code and Section 5097.98 of the Public Resources Code. Also,
federal | Envir | Policy Act (NEPA), National Historic Preservation Act, Section 106 and fed

eral NAGPRA.  And 36 CFR Part 800.

This list Is only app for Ing local Native Americans for consultation purposes with regard to cultural resources Impact by the proposed

SCH#2010091084; CEQA Notice of Preparation (NOP) ; draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the High Desert Corridor (new S.R. 138)
Project; located in northeastern Los Angeles County and the Mojave Desert area of San Bernardino County, California.
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER, Governor

PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

320 WEST 4™ STREET, SUITE 500
LOS ANGELES, CA 90013

October 19, 2010

Karl Price

Division of Environmental Planning

Department of Transportation (Caltrans)-District 7
100 South Main Street, MS-16A 3

Los Angeles, CA 90012-3606

Dear Mr. Price:
Re: SCH# 2010091084: High Desert Corridor (New State Route-138)

The California Public Utilities Commission (Commission) has jurisdiction over the safety of highway-rail
crossings (crossings) in California. The California Public Utilities Code requires Commission approval for the
construction or alteration of crossings and grants the Commission exclusive power on the design, alteration,
and closure of crossings.

The Commission’s Rail Crossings Engineering Section (RCES) is in receipt of the Notice of Completion &
Environmental Document Transmittal-Notice of Preparation from the State Clearinghouse for the High Desert
Corridor (New State Route (SR) 118) project connecting the City of Palmdale with the Town of Apple Valley.
The project description mentions the proposed alignment through City of Palmdale follows the existing
Avenue P-8 corridor from SR 14 to 100™ Street, requiring traversing over the Southern California Regional
Rail Authority (Metrolink), and Union Pacific Railroad Company (UP) owned tracks. There are 37 train
movements a day at speeds up to 79 mph.

RCES made comments to the first segment in the City of Palmdale (SCH# 2009031021) dated April 2, 2009.
Again in the current documents found on-line on the Caltrans website no mention is made as to whether the
crossing would be constructed at grade or grade separated at the Metrolink and UPRR tracks. RCES strongly
recommends that this crossing be grade separated. The segment from Interstate 15 to SR 18, RCES also prefers
that this segment over the BNSF Railway tracks be grade separated. As part of its mission to reduce hazards
associated with at-grade crossings, the Commission has adopted the policy to reduce the number of at-grade
crossings on rail corridors. A request for authorization to construct the crossing must be submitted to RCES.

Caltrans should arrange a meeting with the RCES, Metrolink, UPPR and BNSF to discuss relevant safety
issues, and requirements for authority to construct the crossing.

If you have any questions, please contact me at rxm@cpuc.ca.gov, 213-576-7078.

Sincerely,

Rosa Mufioz, PE

Senior Utilities Engineer

Rail Crossings Engineering Section
Consumer Protection & Safety Division

December 2010
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California Regional Water Quality Control Board
Lahontan Region

Linda S. Adams Victorville Office Arnold Schwarzenegger
14440 Civic Drive, Suite 200, Victorville, California 92392 Governor
(760) 241-6583 * Fax (760) 241-7308
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/lahontan

Secretary for
Environmental Protection

November 1, 2010
File: Environmental Doc Review

Los Angeles County
San Bernardino County

- Karl Price, Senior Environmental Planner
California Department of Transportation, District 7
.100 South Main Street, MS-16A
Los Angeles, CA 90012-3606
Email: karl_price@dot.ca.gov

COMMENTS ON THE NOTICE OF PREPARATION, HIGH DESERT CORRIDOR
(NEW STATE ROUTE - 138), LOS ANGELES AND SAN BERNARDINO COUNTIES,
STATE CLEARINGHOUSE NO. 2010091084

California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Lahontan Region (Water Board) staff
received the Notice of Preparation (NOP) of an environmental document for the above-
referenced project (Project) on September 30, 2010. The NOP, dated September 28,
2010, was prepared by the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) and
circulated for review by the California State Clearinghouse. The NOP includes a brief
narrative description of the Project purpose as well as brief overview of the proposed
alternatives under review. The resulting environmental document is anticipated to be a
combined Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement to satisfy the
requirements of both the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the National
Environmental Protection Act. A draft environmental document is expected to be
circulated for review Fall 2012, and a final document available Spring 2013.

Pursuant to CEQA guidelines, California Code of Regulations (CCR), title 14, section
15096, responsible agencies must specify the scope and content of the environmental
information germane to their statutory responsibilities. Water Board staff, acting as a
responsible agency, has reviewed the above-referenced document in context as to how
well the proposed project protects water quality, and ultimately, the beneficial use of
waters of the State. We have identified a number of potentially significant impacts to
water quality and hydrology resources that must be evaluated in the environmental
review. Without adequate mitigation, Project implementation could result in significant
adverse impacts to water quality and hydrology, thereby adversely affecting beneficial
uses of waters of the State. We hope Caltrans will consider our comments and value
our position with respect to protecting and maintaining water quality within the Lahontan

region.

California Environmental Protection Agency
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Mr. Price -2- November 1, 2010

PROJECT OVERVIEW

As we understand it, the proposed Project will connect the City of Palmdale with the
Town of Apple Valley. Several design alternatives are being considered including a
freeway, expressway, and toll way, or combination thereof, with or without a right-of-way
for a potential high speed rail facility. The proposed alignments are varied and include
improvements to State Route 138/18 and Avenue P-8 corridor or improving Palmdale
Boulevard. Design alternatives include an at-grade transportation corridor, a below-
grade transportation corridor, or a combination of at-grade and below-grade designs. At
build-out, the transportation right-of-way will be approximately 1,000 feet wide and 63
miles long.

The proposed corridor alignment crosses a hierarchy of surface water features within
the Lahontan region. Project implementation will result in permanent and temporary
impacts to numerous surface water resources and has the potential to significantly
impact hydrology and water quality. Specifically, a below-grade transportation corridor
has the potential to truncate surface water systems and isolate headwaters from
downstream reaches. The consequences of such activities may be a near total loss of
beneficial uses downstream of the corridor, including a significant reduction in or loss of
groundwater recharge near the valley floors. Given the current state of overdraft of the
Antelope and Mojave groundwater basins, these impacts must be considered significant
and evaluated in the environmental review.

AUTHORITY

State law assigns responsibility for protection of water quality in the Lahontan region to
the Lahontan Water Board. The Water Quality Control Plan for the Lahontan Region
(Basin Plan) contains policies that the Water Board uses with other laws and regulations
to protect water quality within the region. All surface waters are considered waters of
the State, which include, but are not limited to, drainages, streams, washes, ponds,
pools, or wetlands, and may be permanent or intermittent. All waters of the State are
protected under California law. Additional protection is provided for waters of the United
States (U.S.) under the Federal Clean Water Act (CWA). Based on our review of the
SDEIS, project components involve alteration, dredging, filling, and/or excavating
activities in waters of the State. Such activities constitute a discharge of waste', as
defined in California Water Code (CWC), section 13050, and could affect the quality of

waters of the State.

The State Water Resources Control Board (State Water Board) and the Lahontan Water
Board regulate discharges in order to protect the water quality and, ultimately, the
beneficial uses of waters of the State. The Basin Plan provides guidance regarding
water quality and how the Lahontan Water Board may regulate activities that have the

"Waste” is defined in the Basin Plan to include any waste or deleterious material including, but not limited to, waste
earthen materials (such as soil, silt, sand, clay, rock, or other organic or mineral material) and any other waste as
defined in the California Water Code, section 13050(d).

California Environmental Protection Agency
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Mr. Price -3- November 1, 2010

potential to affect water quality within the region. The Basin Plan includes prohibitions,
water quality standards, and policies for implementation of standards. The Basin Plan
can be accessed via the Water Board’s web site at
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/lahontan/water_issues/programs/basin_plan/references.
shtml.

We request that the environmental document reference the Basin Plan in the hydrology
and water quality analyses and require that the Project proponent comply with all
applicable water quality standards and prohibitions, including provisions of the Basin
Plan.

PERMITS

A number of activities associated with project implementation may require permits
issued by either the State Water Board or Lahontan Water Board because they appear
to impact waters of the State. The Project proponent is urged to consult with the State
Water Board and the Lahontan Water Board prior to project implementation. The
required permits may include:

e Land disturbance of more than 1 acre may require a CWA, section 402(p)
stormwater permits, including a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
(NPDES) General Construction Stormwater Permit or General Industrial
Stormwater Permit, both obtained from the State Water Board, or an individual
stormwater permit obtained from the Lahontan Water Board; and

* Streambed alteration and/or discharge of fill material to a surface water may
require a CWA, section 401 water quality certification (WQC) for impacts to
federal waters (waters of the U.S.), or dredge and fill Waste Discharge
Requirements (WDRs) for impacts to non-federal waters.

Some waters of the State are “isolated” from waters of the U.S.; determinations of the
jurisdictional extent of the waters of the U.S. are made by the United States Army Corps
of Engineers (USACE). Projects that have the potential to impact surface waters will
require the appropriate jurisdictional determinations. These determinations are
necessary to discern if the proposed surface water impacts will be regulated under
section 401 of the CWA or through dredge and fill WDRs issued by the Water Board.

We request that for each project alternative under review, the environmental document
identify specific activities that may require permitting through either the State Water
Board or Lahontan Water board and list those activities and potential permits in the
appropriate sections of the environmental document. Information regarding these
permits, including application forms, can be downloaded from our web site at
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/lahontan/.

California Environmental Protection Agency
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Mr. Price -4 - November 1, 2010

POTENTIAL IMPACTS TO SURFACE WATERS

Surface waters are a significant resource, which perform a variety of important
hydrologic and biogeochemical functions that affect water quality. In particular, riparian
areas associated with both perennial streams and ephemeral drainages provide a
natural buffer and help mitigate and control water quality impacts by removing pollutants
and sediment from surface runoff. Truncation, realignment, channelization, lining,
and/or infilling of surface water resources has the potential to impair a number of
beneficial uses by reducing the available riparian habitat, thereby eliminating the natural
buffer system to filter runoff and enhance water quality. In addition, the practice of
channelizing, straightening, and lining streambeds changes a stream’s hydrology by
decreasing water storage capacity and increasing water flow velocity, which in turn
leads to increases in the severity of peak discharges. These hydrologic changes tend
to exacerbate flooding, erosion, scouring, sedimentation and, ultimately, near-total loss
of natural functions and values, thereby resulting in the increased need for engineered
solutions to re-establish the disrupted flow patterns.

Beneficial Uses

The surface waters located along the proposed alignment include the Mojave River, Oro
Grande Wash, Sheep Creek, Big Rock and Little Rock washes, Amargosa Creek,
Anaverde Creek, and other surface waters which are identified in the Basin Plan as
perennial and intermittent streams, springs, minor surface waters, and minor wetlands.
Beneficial uses associated with these waterbodies include municipal and domestic
supply (MUN), agricultural supply (AGR), groundwater recharge (GWR), freshwater
replenishment (FRESH), rare threatened and endangered species (RARE), water
contact recreation (REC-1), non-contact water recreation (REC-2), commercial and
sportfishing (COMM), warm freshwater habitat (WARM), cold fresh water habitat
(COLD), wildlife habitat (WILD), water quality enhancement (WQE), and flood peak
attenuation/flood water storage (FLD). Truncation, realignment, channelization, lining,
and/or infilling of these surface waters will result in changes in the stream channel
functions and may adversely affect these beneficial uses, particularly GWR, RARE,
WQE, FLD, and WILD. The environmenta! document must identify the beneficial uses
of surface waters within the project area, evaluate the project’s potential impacts to
water quality with respect to beneficial uses, and provide alternatives to avoid those
impacts or describe mitigation measures that, when implemented, will minimize
unavoidable impacts to a less than significant level.

Hydrology

The proposed corridor alignment crosses a hierarchy of surface waters within the
Lahontan region from blue-line streams (as identified on United States Geologic Survey
topographic maps), to surface drainages, washes, and swales with less well-defined but
still obvious bed and bank features. Based on our understanding of the proposed
Project alternatives, there is a potential for the corridor alignment to truncate these
surface water resources, in particular a below-grade alternative design. The

California Environmental Protection Agency
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Mr. Price =5= November 1, 2010

consequences of such a design may be a near total loss of beneficial uses downstream
of the corridor, including the loss of groundwater recharge near the valley floors. Given
the current state of overdraft of the Antelope and Mojave groundwater basins, these
impacts must be considered significant and evaluated in the environmental review
process.

The environmental document must provide specific information regarding potential
impacts to surface waters, particularly impacts to in-channel areas of the Mojave River,
Oro Grande Wash, Sheep Creek, Big Rock and Little Rock washes, Amargosa Creek,
Anaverde Creek, and other surface water resources crossed by the corridor alignment.
The environmental document needs to describe and quantify all impacts and identify
whether the impacts are either permanent or temporary. If impacts to surface waters
are unavoidable, then we request that the project be designed such that it would
maintain existing hydrologic features and patterns to the extent feasible. All
unavoidable impacts to surface waters must be mitigated to ensure that no net loss of
function and value will occur as a result of project implementation.

Be advised that the project must be designed such that post-construction hydrologic
conditions match pre-construction conditions to avoid erosion due to constrictions
restricting the passage of peak flows or the retention of flows that may adversely affect
downstream vegetation. To ensure that in-channel modifications are designed
appropriately, we require that a professional engineer, registered in the State of
California, perform analyses of different storm event flows up to the 100-year storm
event and evaluate the project’s potential impacts to the existing hydrologic systems.
The results of these types of analyses must be considered in the project’s design to
verify that the proposed in-channel modifications will not result in hydrologic changes
that exacerbate flooding, erosion, scouring, sedimentation, and/or loss of either
upstream or downstream flows.

STORMWATER

Post-construction stormwater management must be considered a significant component
in the environmental review process. Of particular concern is the collection of
stormwater runoff and the discharge of that stormwater to natural drainage channels.
Without adequate design, the consequences of combining these flows will likely be
aggradation and headcutting upstream of the confluence and channel incision,
increased sediment transport, and eventual widening downstream of the confluence.
The environmental document must evaluate all potential stormwater impacts,
particularly potential post-construction hydrologic impacts, and describe specific best
management practices that, when implemented » Will reduce those potential impacts to a
less than significant level. Where feasible, we request that you consider design
alternatives that redirect these flows from surface waters to areas where they will
dissipate by percolation into the landscape.

California Environmental Protection A gency
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Mr. Price 26 November 1, 2010

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the NOP for the High Desert Corridor. If
you have any questions regarding this letter, please contact me at (760) 241-7376
(izimmerman@waterboards.ca.gov) or Patrice Copeland, Senior Engineering Geologist,
at (760) 241-7404 (pcopeland@waterboards.ca.gov).

Sincerely,

Jan M. Zimmerman, PG

Engineering Geologist

cc:  State Clearinghouse (SCH No. 2010091084)
Tanya Moore, California Department of Fish & Game, Inland Deserts Region
Veronica Chan, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Los Angeles District
Jorine Campopiano, Wetlands Regulatory Office, USEPA, Region 9

JZ/rp U:\PATRICE UNIT\Jan\CEQA Review\HighDesertCorridor_NOP.doc
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é"'o L2 %UNlTED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
1NZ REGION IX
75 Hawthorne Street
i "“"‘x San Francisco, CA 94105

OCT 25 200

Mr. Ron Kosinski {4/

California Department of Transportation, District 7
Division of Environmental Planning

100 South Main Street, SM-16A

Los Angeles, California 90012

Subject: Scoping Comments for the High Desert Corridor — New State Route 138 Project,
Los Angeles and San Bernardino Counties, California

Dear Mr. Kosinski:

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has reviewed the Federal Register
Revised Notice of Intent (NOI) published on September 24, 2010, requesting comments on the
California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) decision to prepare a Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (DEIS) for the proposed expanded High Desert Corridor — New State Route
(SR) 138 Project in Los Angeles and San Bernardino Counties, California. The proposal is to
construct a new freeway/expressway, and possibly a toll way, primarily in an east-west direction
for approximately 63 miles, between SR 14 in Los Angeles County and SR 18 in San Bernardino
County. The Revised NOI withdraws previous NOIs to prepare separate DEISs for the proposed
New SR 138 Project in Los Angeles County and the proposed High Desert Corridor Project, SR
18, in San Bernardino County. Our comments are provided pursuant to the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations (40
CFR Parts 1500-1508) and Section 309 of the Clean Air Act.

The State of California has assumed responsibilities under NEPA for this project pursuant
to the Memorandum of Understanding Between the Federal Highway Administration and the
California Department of Transportation Concerning the State of California’s Participation in
the Surface Transportation Project Delivery Pilot Program.

EPA was a "Participating Agency" (as defined in 23 USC 139 Safe, Accountable,
Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU)) for the
separate SR 18 and SR 138 efforts, and we’ll assume our Participating Agency status still applies
for this expanded project, unless we hear otherwise. EPA provided previous scoping comment
letters, dated November 9, 2007 and March 25, 2009, for Phase One of the High Desert Corridor,
SR 18 and the proposed New SR 138 Project, respectively. EPA had previously expressed
concerns about potential project segmentation in our scoping comments, as these NOIs were
published for different phases of the overall planned High Desert Corridor. EPA commends
Caltrans for revising the project scope to assess the entire High Desert Corridor from Los
Angeles and San Bernardino Counties under one comprehensive NEPA analysis.
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EPA provides the following comments for the proposed expanded High Desert Corridor —
New SR 138 Project:

Cumulative Impact Analysis

The cumulative impacts associated with the proposed Project may contribute to
significant degradation of sensitive resources. “There aré a growing number of goods movement
related projects in the High Desert area. The High Desert has been considered for major
intermodal freight yards, developing into a significant inland port complex in the Antelope and
Victor Valleys, at the Palmdale Airport and the former George Air Force Base (a multimodal
freight transportation hub which is being redeveloped into the largest fully-integrated
commercial development in the region). These inland ports would receive freight from the ports
of Los Angeles and Long Beach by rail and transfer the freight to trucks for distribution. The
High Desert Corridor from Palmdale to Victorville will provide a by-pass to the Los Angeles
metropolitan area. The High Desert Corridor is also key for the future Victor Valley Beltway.
Other large scale projects are planned in the vicinity of the High Desert Corridor, including the
California High Speed Rail Project and the DesertXpress High Speed Rail Project with a
proposed station near the planned High Desert Corridor interchange with Interstate 15. EPA is
also aware that DesertXpress has an interest in a future extension to Palmdale.

Recommendations:

e Conduct a thorough cumulative impact assessment. Include a complete list of reasonably
foreseeable actions, including non-transportation projects. Include redevelopment plans
associated with the former George Air Force Base and updated information on Victor
Valley Beltway. Identify proposed rail and high speed rail projects in the vicinity of the
proposed alignment of High Desert Corridor, including the California High Speed Rail
Project (with segments proposed from Bakersfield to Palmdale and Palmdale to L.A.), the
DesertXpress, and the California-Nevada Interstate High Speed Rail Corridor between
Las Vegas, Nevada and Anaheim, California utilizing magnetic levitation technology.

e EPA recommends the use of the June 2005 Guidance for Preparers of Indirect and
Cumulative Impacts Analysis developed jointly by Caltrans, Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), and EPA
[http://www.dot.ca.gov/ser/cumulative_guidance/purpose.htm]. The guidance will assist
in identifying cumulative impacts and preparing an analysis that is sound, well
documented, and compliant with 404(b)(1) Guidelines.

Growth

The NOI indicates that improvements to this corridor are considered necessary to provide
for the existing and projected traffic demand attributed to large-scale growth and increasing
population in the Antelope, Victor and Apple Valley areas of Los Angeles and San Bernardino
Counties. The NOI also indicates that this growth has resulted in inadequate capacity and
accessibility along the existing east-west trending roadways as well as an increase in demand for
goods movement corridors and access to regional airports. The DEIS should fully discuss how
future growth projections have been or could be significantly impacted by recent economic
factors, such as the continued downturn in the housing market, the more recent credit crisis, and
the sustained economic recession, which will likely have a slowing impact on growth in these
areas. Similarly, with respect to goods movement, the DEIS should discuss recent trade volumes
through the Ports of Los Angeles and Long Beach. The impact of these recent events on
previous growth projections should be considered, and their relevance to the Project and future

2
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plans for intermodal facilities in the region discussed. Each of the alternatives analyzed should
be considered in light of the most recent forecasts.

EPA is concerned about the potential indirect impacts (40 CFR Part 1508.8(b)) of this
project. New access to undeveloped areas may induce growth on surrounding lands. The project
would benefit from analysis of growth-related impacts early in project development. A growth-
related impact analysis assists with compliance requirements of NEPA by considering
environmental consequences as early as possible and providing a well-documented and sound
basis for government decision making.

The May 2006 Guidance for Preparers of Growth-related, Indirect Impact Analyses
(Guidance) [http://www.dot.ca.gov/ser/Growth-
related_IndirectimpactAnalysis/gri_guidance.htm] developed jointly by Caltrans, FHWA, and
EPA, provides an approach to developing a growth-related impact analysis. After the potential
for growth is identified for each alternative, the Guidance recommends assessing if growth-
related impacts affect resources of concern.

Recommendations:

e Identify the types of resources that are likely to occur in geographic areas that may be
affected by growth. If it is determined that there will be no or insignificant impacts to
resources of concern, then document the process and report the results. EPA
recommends following the Step-by-Step Approach for Conducting the Analysis in
Chapter 6 of the Guidance.

o Include a discussion of mitigation strategies to reduce impacts if adverse impacts cannot
be avoided or minimized. Section 6.3 of the Guidance provides an approach to address
mitigation for growth-related impacts.

Range of Alternatives

EPA recommends that the DEIS discuss other alternatives that were considered, such as
other new alignments or upgrades of existing facilities, and the reasons why they were
withdrawn. The DEIS should explore and objectively evaluate a range of reasonable
alternatives, including the no action alternative, and briefly discuss the reasons for eliminating
some alternatives from further evaluation (40 CFR 1502.14). The alternatives should explore
opportunities to avoid or minimize adverse environmental impacts while fulfilling the project

purpose.

The DEIS must evaluate the no action alternative as a bench mark against which to
compare both the performance and environmental consequences of the other project alternatives.
Additionally, the proposed Project should not preclude also enhancing transit access, or
implementing a comprehensive Transportation System Management and Transportation Demand
(TSM/TDM) plan as a part of other build alternatives. We encourage Caltrans to explore the
feasibility of implementing such alternatives simultaneously in the interest of minimizing
environmental impacts and accommodating future travel demands.

In exploring the option to enhance transit access, that DEIS should clearly identify what
forms of transit facilities are currently in operation and the plans for future expansion. The DEIS
should identify activities that can be undertaken by Caltrans and/or other responsible agencies to
enhance transit ridership that will effectively increase overall mobility within and through the

3
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corridor. Again, we strongly encourage Caltrans to consider concurrently implementing
measures that provide incentives for increased transit ridership as a means of decreasing single
occupancy vehicle travel.

Right-of-Way (ROW) for High Speed Rail Projects

The NOI includes two alternatives with ROW for a potential High Speed Rail facility.
EPA is aware that DesertXpress has an interest in a possible future extension to Palmdale and
that the California High Speed Rail Project is anticipated to have a stop in Palmdale. The NOI
indicates that its engineering and environmental analysis would be funded by others at some later
time if a High Speed Rail facility is proven to be viable. EPA recommends that the DEIS
include the most up-to-date information on these projects and projected ROW needs. Disclose
the anticipated impacts to resources related to ROW necessary for the High Desert Corridor to
accommodate these potential facilities.

Proposed Interchange Locations

The NOI notes that interchange locations will be determined based upon traffic
projections. To demonstrate the utility and need for these connections, EPA recommends that
the DEIS include a discussion of the interchange siting decisions. If interchanges are proposed
for future roads (e.g., roads that currently do not exist, but are identified/proposed in planning
documents), disclose the additional impacts to resources that these roads will have. To ensure
related impacts are assessed, update the growth-related and cumulative impacts analyses in the
DEIS to consider these future roads.

Water and Wetlands Resources

The construction of the alignments will likely involve impacts to a number of wetlands,
washes, and drainages, including the Mojave River, Little Rock Wash and Big Rock Wash. The
Mojave River is a major system with some significant stretches of dense riparian vegetation,
which may be potential habitat for protected species, such as the Least Bell’s vireo. Little Rock
and Big Rock Washes are braided, large sandy ephemeral stream systems that appear to have
large floodplains. These two washes are already recognized by the City of Palmdale and the
County of Los Angeles as significant ecological areas with high resource values (see City of
Palmdale General Plan).

The waters assessment should be of an appropriate scope and detail to identify sensitive
areas or aquatic systems with functions highly susceptible to change. EPA also recommends the
following in the DEIS for the assessment of existing conditions and environmentai consequences

of each proposed alternative:

e Include the classification of waters and the geographic extent of waters and any adjacent
riparian areas. The extent of the assessment should cover aquatic features within two
miles of existing or future roadways, and four miles of proposed interchanges as
recommended in FHWA guidance, “Environmental Handbook Volume 4 Community
Impact Assessment”.

e Identify and describe the watershed, any existing watershed plans, and on-going or
planned major aquatic restoration/mitigation activities in the watershed.

o Characterize the functional condition of waters and any adjacent riparian areas using the
California Rapid Assessment Method (CRAM) or other appropriate sampling
methodology.
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o Describe the extent and nature of stream channel alteration, riverine corridor continuity,
and buffered tributaries.

e Include wildlife species affected that could reasonably be expected to use waters or
associated riparian habitat and sensitive plant taxa that are associated with waters or
associated riparian habitat.

e Analyze the potential flood flow and sediment transport alteration.

e Analyze impacts and reductions to floodplain width.

e Characterize the hydrologic linkage to any impaired water bodies and identify what Clean
Water Act 303(d) listed impaired water bodies exist in the project area.

e Analyze the potential water quality impact and potential effects to designated beneficial
uses.

e Address techniques proposed for minimizing surface water contamination due to
increased runoff from additional impervious surfaces.

Impacts to Clean Water Act (CWA) Section 404 Waters

Discharges of dredged or fill material into waters of the U.S. require authorization by the
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) under CWA Section 404. The Federal Guidelines at 40
CFR Part 230 promulgated under CWA Section 404 (b)(1) provide substantive environmental
criteria that must be met to permit such discharges into waters of the United States. These
criteria require a permitted discharge to: (1) be the least environmentally damaging practicable
alternative (LEDPA); (2) avoid causing or contributing to a violation of a State water quality
standard; (3) avoid jeopardizing a federally listed species or adversely modifying designated
critical habitat for a federally listed species; (4) avoid causing or contributing to significant
degradation of the waters of the United States; and (5) mitigate for unavoidable impacts to
waters. A fully integrated DEIS that adequately addresses these criteria would facilitate the
CWA Section 404 permit review process. EPA recommends integrating NEPA and CWA
Section 404 requirements in the development of the DEIS. Compliance with Section 404 will
require an analysis of both on and off-site alternatives.

The project may meet the criteria for coordination under the April 2006 National
Environmental Policy Act and Clean Water Action Section 404 Integration Process for Federal
Aid Surface Transportation Projects in California Memorandum of Understanding NEPA/404
MOU). The NEPA/404 MOU includes specific agreement points to assist in developing the EIS
and involves active participation in meetings and document reviews. It applies to transportation
projects that have five or more acres of permanent impacts to waters of the United States and
require EIS preparation. We encourage Caltrans to contact the NEPA/404 signatory agencies
once more information about the potential impact to waters of the United States is available so
that the agreement points can be addressed as early as possible in the EIS processes.

On-site Avoidance and Minimization Strategies

Caltrans should explore on-site alternatives to further avoid or minimize impacts to
specific waters with particular emphasis on the Mojave River, Little Rock Wash, and Big Rock
Wash. Typically, transportation projects can accomplish this by: (1) using spanned crossings,
arch crossings, or oversized buried box culverts over drainages to encourage continuity of
sediment transport and hydrological processes and wildlife passage; (2) moving road alignments
to avoid impacts to wetlands and waterways; and (3) establishing and maintaining adequate
buffers away from aquatic resources. EPA recommends incorporating buffer zones for the
washes in the design of alternatives to adequately protect it from indirect impacts. The DEIS
should identify on-site measures and modifications for all the alternatives to further reduce
impacts to waters and wetland resources. The DEIS should emphasize opportunities to avoid

5
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impacts to the floodplain, minimize impacts to wildlife corridors, and avoid and minimize direct
impacts to the washes. EPA highly recommends that Caltrans consider bridges and spans in
these locations and direct crossing locations where the floodplain is narrow.

Recommendations:

e Complete a systematic analysis for drainage crossings which identifies and prioritizes the
potential for 1) improvements to the aquatic system and 2) wildlife use at each crossing.

e Identify measures and modifications to avoid and minimize impacts to water resources.

e Quantify temporary and permanent impacts to waters of the U.S. for each alternative
studied; for example, number of drainage crossings impacted, acres of waters impacted,
etc. For each alternative, report these numbers in table form for each impacted water and
wetland feature.

e Incorporate a buffer zone for the river in the design of alternatives to adequately protect
the washes from indirect impacts.

Indirect and Cumulative Impacts Assessment
EPA provides the following recommendations to address indirect and cumulative impacts

to aquatic resources:
e Characterize the aquatic resources within two miles of the existing or future roadways
and within four miles of proposed interchanges.
e Quantitatively assess the associated impacts to aquatic resources of those land use
changes, both indirect and cumulative.
o Identify parties responsible for mitigating the environmental impacts associated with the
indirect and cumulative impacts to aquatic resources.

Mitigation

Mitigation for proposed impacts to waters must be consistent with the Corps/EPA
mitigation rule (40 CFR 230.91-98). EPA recommends that Caltrans explore directing
mitigation towards restoration/acquisition of aquatic resources in the Mojave River, Little Rock
Wash, and Big Rock Wash. The DEIS should recognize that washes are difficult to replace
aquatic resources and should at a minimum address the following components of compensatory
mitigation for impacts to waters:

mitigation type, amount, and location

watershed approach used to identify mitigation

use of preservation and buffers

long term preservation (e.g., conservation easements) and management of the site

Biological Resources

The proposed project may have direct and indirect impacts on federal- and state-listed
threatened and endangered species, such as the Desert Tortoise and the Mojave Ground Squirrel,
and other biological resources in the project vicinity. EPA recommends that Caltrans identify all
petitioned and listed threatened and endangered species and critical habitat within the project
area and assess the direct and indirect impacts of each alternative. Include the status of the
Endangered Species Act Section 7 consultation process and describe efforts to avoid and/or
minimize impacts to species and their associated habitats.
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Air Quality

The DEIS should provide a detailed discussion of ambient air conditions (baseline or
existing conditions), National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS), criteria pollutant
nonattainment areas, and potential air quality impacts of the project (including cumulative and
indirect impacts) for each fully evaluated alternative.

The proposed project is located in the South Coast Air Basin (SCAB). The South Coast
Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) implements local air quality regulations in the
SCAB to carry out Federal Clean Air Act (CAA) requirements, as authorized by the EPA. The
current SCAB nonattainment designations under the CAA are as follows: carbon monoxide -
attainment/maintenance; 8-hour ozone —extreme nonattainment; nitrogen dioxide (NO) -
attainment/maintenance, particulate matter with a diameter of 10 microns or less (PMjo) - serious
nonattainment; and particulate matter with a diameter of 2.5 microns or less (PMys) -
nonattainment. The SCAB has some of the worst 8-hour ozone and PM; s problems in the nation,
and attainment of these NAAQS will require massive reductions from mobile sources, given the
rapid growth in this emissions category and the long lifespan of diesel engines. Because of the
air basin’s nonattainment status, it is important to reduce emissions of ozone precursors, mobile
source air toxics (MSAT) and particulate matter from this project to the maximum extent.

Construction
Caltrans should include a Construction Emissions Mitigation Plan for fugitive dust and

diesel particulate matter (DPM) in the DEIS and adopt this plan in the Record of Decision
(ROD). EPA recommends the following mitigation measures be included in the Construction
Emissions Mitigation Plan in order to reduce impacts associated with emissions of PM and other
toxics from construction-related activities:

Recommendations:
Due to the serious nature of the PM, conditions in the SCAB, best available control

measures (BACM) for these pollutants are required to be implemented at all times under
local regulations in any part of the area under SCAQMD jurisdiction and that the DEIS
and ROD incorporate the Construction Emissions Mitigation Plan. We recommend that
all applicable requirements under SCAQMD Rules and additional measures identified
below be incorporated into a Construction Mitigation Plan. In general, all local air
quality rules and regulations should be followed.

The Mojave Desert portion of the project area is federally designated nonattainment for
PMo and moderate nonattainment for 8-hour ozone with a 2010 attainment deadline,
although the State has requested a reclassification to "severe-15", with an attainment date
of 2019. Because of the air basin’s nonattainment status it is important to reduce
emissions of ozone precursors and particulate matter from this project to the maximum

extent.

Fugitive Dust Source Controls:

o Stabilize open storage piles and disturbed areas by covering and/or applying water or
chemical/organic dust palliative where appropriate. This applies to both inactive and
active sites, during workdays, weekends, holidays, and windy conditions.

o Install wind fencing and phase grading operations where appropriate, and operate
water trucks for stabilization of surfaces under windy conditions.
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o When hauling material and operating non-earthmoving equipment, prevent spillage
and limit speeds to 15 miles per hour (mph). Limit speed of earth-moving equipment
to 10 mph.

Mobile and Stationary Source Controls:

e Minimize use, trips, and unnecessary idling of heavy equipment.

e Maintain and tune engines per manufacturer’s specifications to perform at EPA
certification levels, where applicable, and to perform at verified standards applicable
to retrofit technologies. Employ periodic, unscheduled inspections to limit
unnecessary idling and to ensure that construction equipment is properly maintained,
tuned, and modified consistent with established specifications. The California Air
Resources Board has a number of mobile source anti-idling requirements which could
be employed. See their website at: http:/www.arb.ca.gov/msprog/truck-idling/truck-
idling.htm

e Prohibit any tampering with engines and require continuing adherence to
manufacturer’s recommendations.

e If practicable, lease new, clean equipment meeting the most stringent of applicable
Federal' or State Standards®. In general, commit to the best available emissions
control technology. Tier 4 engines should be used for project construction equipment
to the maximum extent feasible’. Lacking availability of non-road construction
equipment that meets Tier 4 engine standards, Caltrans should commit to using the
best available emissions control technologies on all equipment.

o Utilize EPA-registered particulate traps and other appropriate controls where suitable
to reduce emissions of diesel particulate matter and other pollutants at the
construction site.

Administrative controls:

o Identify all commitments to reduce construction emissions and update the air quality
analysis to reflect additional air quality improvements that would result from
adopting specific air quality measures.

o Identify sensitive receptors in the project area, such as children, elderly, and infirm,
and specify the means by which you will minimize impacts to these populations. For
example, locate construction equipment and staging zones away from sensitive
receptors and fresh air intakes to buildings and air conditioners.

o Identify where implementation of mitigation measures is rejected based on economic
infeasibility.

e Prepare an inventory of all equipment prior to construction and identify the suitability
of add-on emission controls for each piece of equipment before groundbreaking.
(Suitability of control devices is based on: whether there is reduced normal
availability of the construction equipment due to increased downtime and/or power
output, whether there may be significant damage caused to the construction
equipment engine, or whether there may be a significant risk to nearby workers or the
public.) Meet EPA diesel fuel requirements for off-road and on-highway, and, where
appropriate, use alternative fuels such as natural gas and electric.

' EPA's website for nonroad mobile sources is http://www.epa.gov/nonroad/.

% For ARB emissions standards, see: http://www.arb.ca.gov/msprog/offroad/offroad.htm.

* Diesel engines < 25 hp rated power started phasing in Tier 4 Model Years in 2008. Larger Tier 4 diesel engines
will be phased in depending on the rated power (e.g., 25 hp - <75 hp: 2013; 75 hp - < 175 hp: 2012-2013; 175 hp - <
750 hp: 2011 - 2013; and > 750 hp 2011- 2015).
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e Develop a construction traffic and parking management plan that minimizes traffic
interference and maintains traffic flow.

Transportation Conformity '
The DEIS should demonstrate the project is included in a conforming transportation plan

and a transportation improvement program. The DEIS should ensure that the emissions from
both the construction and the operational phases of the project conform to the State
Implementation Plan, and do not cause or contribute to violations of the NAAQS. The DEIS
should include a CO, PM10 and PM2.5 hot spot analysis as required to meet conformity
requirements. If a qualitative analysis is required, the analysis should, identify sensitive
receptors, and identify measures to reduce impacts to air quality.

Mobile Source Air Toxics
Given the significant concerns about adverse health effects from mobile source pollutants

and the project’s potential for emissions in close proximity to residential communities and
sensitive receptors, EPA recommends performing an analysis of potential MSAT impacts to
inform decision-making between project alternatives and to inform avoidance, minimization, and
mitigation options. When considering appropriate and useful levels of analysis, EPA
recommends that the lead agency consider the following:

o The likelihood of impact and potential magnitude of the effect, including both the
magnitude of emissions and the proximity of the project emissions to potential residential
and sensitive receptors, such as schools, hospitals, day care facilities, and nursing homes;

e The severity of existing conditions;

Whether the project is controversial and whether air toxics concerns have been raised by
the public for this project or for other projects in the area in the past;

o Whether there is a precedent for analysis for projects of this type, either under NEPA or
other environmental laws; and

o  Whether the analysis could be useful for distinguishing between alternatives, informing
design changes, and targeting mitigation.

For most transportation projects, EPA generally recommends that the following levels of
analysis be considered (in order of increasing complexity):

Qualitative discussion,
Quantify emissions,
Toxicity-weight emissions,
Dispersion modeling, and
Risk assessment.

DR WN =

These analyses are further described in the March 2007 report entitled “Analyzing,
Documenting, and Communicating the Impacts of Mobile Source Air Toxic Emissions in the
NEPA Process” conducted for the American Association of State Highway and Transportation
Officials (AASHTO) Standing Committee on the Environment and funded by the Transportation
Research Board (http://www.trb.org/NotesDocs/25-25(18)_FR.pdf). Procedures for toxicity-
weighting, which EPA has found to be especially useful for the targeting of mitigation, are
described in EPA’s Air Toxics Risk Assessment Reference Library (Volume 3, Appendix B,
beginning on page B-4, http://epa.gov/ttn/fera/data/risk/vol_3/Appendix_B_April_2006.pdf).
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These recommendations, and the recommendations included in the report for AASHTO
referenced above, differ substantially from the September 30, 2009 FHWA Interim Guidance
Update on Mobile Source Air Toxic Analysis in NEPA Documents. The analysis of potential
MSAT impacts is especially important in California, where the awareness of air toxics impacts,
the knowledge of background conditions, and the familiarity with tools to assess potential
impacts are very high.

Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Sustainable Communities Strategies

The State of California has increased its focus on potential climate change and impacts of
increasing greenhouse gas emissions. Specifically, the Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006
and Executive Order S-3-05 recognize the impact that climate change can have within California
and provide direction for future reductions of greenhouse gases. In fact, the Natural Resources
Agency recently adopted Amendments to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
Guidelines for greenhouse gas emissions on December 30, 2009, which became effective on
March 18, 2010%. Senate Bill 375 (SB 375) is aimed at curbing sprawl and reducing vehicle
miles traveled in an effort to cut greenhouse gas emissions. SB 375 requires Metropolitan
Planning Organizations (MPOs) to develop a “sustainabie communities strategy” (SCS), which
demonstrates how the region will meet greenhouse gas emissions reduction targets set by CARB.

The State of California is also a 2009 recipient of EPA’s Smart Growth Implementation
Assistance (SGIA). The State of California requested assistance in developing a local
government sustainable community framework to provide guidance to local jurisdictions in
determining which combination of greenhouse gas emission reduction strategies, smart growth
practices, and sustainability policies are best for their communities. At the Federal level under
the Partnership for Sustainable Communities, EPA, the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, and the U.S. Department of Transportation are working together to help improve
access to affordable housing, more transportation options, and lower transportation costs while
protecting the environment in communities nationwide. The U.S. Department of Housing and
Urban Development and the U.S. Department of Transportation will assist EPA in implementing
the SGIA for the State of California.

EPA recommends that, as practicable, the DEIS identify the cumulative contributions to
greenhouse gas emissions that will result from implementation of the project. In addition, we
recommend that the DEIS discuss the potential impacts of climate change on the project and
describe how the project meets the intent of statewide and national sustainability initiatives and
goals to develop sustainable communities. Finally, the DEIS should identify if there are specific
mitigation measures needed to 1) protect the project from the effects of climate change, 2) reduce
the project’s adverse air quality effects, and/or 3) promote pollution prevention and
environmental stewardship.

Environmental Justice and Community and User Outreach

The DEIS should identify whether the proposed alternatives may disproportionately and
adversely affect low income or minority populations in the surrounding area and should provide
appropriate mitigation measures for any adverse impacts. Executive Order 12898 addresses
Environmental Justice in minority and low income populations, and the Council on
Environmental Quality has developed guidance concerning how to address Environmental

* Amendments to the CEQA Guidelines for greenhouse gas emissions are available on-line at:
http://ceres.ca.gov/ceqa/guidelines/.
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Justice in the environmental review process (http://ceq.eh.doe.gov/nepa/regs/ej/justice.pdf).
Community involvement activities supporting the project should include opportunities for
incorporating public input, especially in Environmental Justice communities, into the facility
design process to promote context sensitive design.

Recommendations:

Identify whether the proposed alternatives may disproportionately and adversely affect
low-income or minority populations and provide appropriate mitigation measures for any
adverse impacts. Assessment of the project’s impacts should reflect consultation with
affected populations and mitigation measures should be considered where feasible to
avoid, mitigate, minimize, rectify, reduce, or eliminate impacts associated with a
proposed project (See 40 C.F.R. § 1508.20). Mitigation measures identified in the DEIS
should reflect the needs and preferences of the affected low-income and minority
populations to the extent practicable.

Document the process used for community involvement and communication, including
all measures to specificaily outreach to potential environmental justice communities.
Include an analysis of results achieved by reaching out to these populations. EPA has
developed a model plan for public participation that may assist Caltrans in this effort. The
Model Plan for Public Participation, EPA OECA, February 2000, is available at:
http://www.epa.gov/compliance/ej/resources/publications/nejac/model-public-part-
plan.pdf

EPA appreciates the opportunity to comment on the preparation of the DEIS. Once the

DEIS is released for public review, please send two hard copies and, if available, two electronic
copies to me at the address above (mail code: CED-2). If you have any questions, please contact
me at 415-947-4188 or Sturges.Susan@epa.gov.

(8(6

Sincere

VN —

Susan Sturges
Life Scientist
Environmental Review Office (CED-2)

John Chisholm, Caltrans District 11
Stephanie Hall, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
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The program is scheduled to run from
9:30 a.m. to 5 p.m. on Thursday and
from 9 a.m. to 3 p.m. on Friday.

Time permitting, the discussion is
expected to focus on developments in a
number of areas, e.g., federalism issues
in implementing private international
law conventions (including the Hague
Convention on Choice of Court
Agreements, the UNCITRAL E-
Commerce and Letter of Credit
Conventions, and others); globalization
and cross-border corporate insolvency;
international arbitration; investment
securities, market stability and treaty
law; international family law; private
international law initiatives in the OAS;
on-line dispute resolution; and treaty-
based finance law. We encourage active
participation by all those attending.

Documents on these subjects are
available at http://www.hcch.net;
http://www.uncitral.org; http://
www.unidroit.org; http://www.oas.org,
and http://www.nccusl.org. We may, by
e-mail, supplement those with
additional documents.

Please advise as early as possible if
you plan to attend. The meeting is open
to the public up to the capacity of the
conference facility, and space will be
reserved on a first come, first served
basis. Persons who wish to have their
views considered are encouraged, but
not required, to submit written
comments in advance. Those who are
unable to attend are also encouraged to
submit written views. Comments should
be sent electronically to
smeltzertk@state.gov. Those planning to
attend should provide name, affiliation
and contact information to Trish
Smeltzer at 703-812-2382 or Niesha
Toms at 703-812-2353, or by e-mail to
tomsnn@state.gov. You may also use
those contacts to obtain additional
information. A member of the public
needing reasonable accommodation
should advise those same contacts not
later than October 21st. Requests made
after that date will be considered, but
might not be able to be fulfilled.

September 15, 2010.
Keith Loken,
Assistant Legal Adviser, Office of Private
International Law, Office of the Legal Adviser,
Department of State.
[FR Doc. 2010-23978 Filed 9-23-10; 8:45 am]
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Highway Administration

Environmental Impact Statement: Los
Angeles and San Bernardino Counties,
CA; Notice of Intent

AGENCY: Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), DOT.
ACTION: Notice of Withdrawal/Revised
Notice of Intent (NOI).

SUMMARY: The FHWA, on behalf of the
California Department of Transportation
(Caltrans), is issuing this notice to
advise the public that the Notice of
Intent to prepare an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) for the proposed
New State Route 138 project in Los
Angeles County, California (Federal
Register Vol. 74, No. 16) and the Notice
of Intent to prepare an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) for the proposed
High Desert Corridor project, State
Route 18, in San Bernardino County,
California (Federal Register Vol. 72, No.
197) are being withdrawn. In addition,
this notice is being issued to advise the
public that a draft EIS will be prepared
for a proposed expanded High Desert
Corridor—New State Route 138 project
in Los Angeles and San Bernardino
Counties, California.

DATES: Public scoping meetings will be
held in:

(1) Palmdale, CA on September 27,
2010, 6 p.m. to 8 p.m.

(2) Lancaster, CA on September 28,
2010, 6 p.m. to 8 p.m.

(3) Apple Valley, CA on September
29, 2010, 6 p.m. to 8 p.m.

(4) Victorville, CA on September 30,
2010, 6 p.m. to 8 p.m.

ADDRESSES:

(1) Palmdale—Larry Chimbole
Cultural Center, 38350 North Sierra
Highway, Palmdale, CA 93550.

(2) Lancaster—Lancaster City Hall,
Emergency Operations Center, 44933
Fern Avenue, Lancaster, CA 93534.

(3) Apple Valley—Town of Apple
Valley Development Services Building
Conference Center, 14955 Dale Evans
Parkway, Apple Valley, CA 92307.

(4) Victorville—City of Victorville
Conference Room D, 14343 Civic Drive,
Victorville, CA 92393,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Ronald Kosinski, Deputy District
Director, California Department of
Transportation District 7 Division of
Environmental Planning, 100 South
Main Street, Mail Stop 16A, Los
Angeles, CA 90012.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Effective
July 1, 2007, the FHWA assigned, and
Caltrans assumed, environmental
responsibilities for these projects

pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327. Caltrans, as
the delegated National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) lead agency, initiated
studies on the proposed New State
Route 138 and High Desert Corridor,
State Route 18 projects. NOIs were
published in the Federal Register on
January 27, 2009 (Vol. 74, No. 16) and
October 12, 2007 (Vol. 72, No. 197).
During the course of conducting studies
and coordinating with regulatory and
resource agencies for the proposed
projects, it was determined that the
projects should be combined into one
larger High Desert Corridor—New State
Route 138 project. A Draft
Environmental Impact Statement will be
prepared for a proposal to construct a
new freeway/expressway, and possibly
a toll way, between SR-14 in Los
Angeles County and SR-18 in San
Bernardino County. The proposed route
would run primarily in an east-west
direction and extend for approximately
63 miles; it would roughly follow the
alignment of the Avenue P-8 corridor
near SR-14 in Los Angeles County and
Air Expressway near I-15 in San
Bernardino County. East of [-15, the
proposed route would turn south until
it terminates at SR—18. The
development of this corridor is
considered necessary to provide for the
existing and projected traffic demand
attributed to large-scale growth and
increasing population in the Antelope,
Victor and Apple Valley areas of Los
Angeles and San Bernardino Counties.
This growth has resulted in inadequate
capacity and accessibility along the
existing east-west trending roadways as
well as an increase in demand for goods
movement corridors and access to
regional airports.

Alternatives under consideration are:
(1)—No-Build; (2)—Transportation
System Management/Transportation
Demand Management (TSM/TDM). This
includes various operational
investments, policies, and easily
implemented, low capital cost
improvements aimed at improving
goods movement, passenger auto and
transit travel, and reducing the
environmental impacts of transportation
for cities and operations in the High
Desert Corridor study area; (3)—
Freeway/Expressway. This would
consist of a route with a controlled-
access freeway in some areas and an
expressway in others, depending on
what is warranted by traffic demand.
Interchange locations will be
determined based upon traffic
projections. Three variations along the
main alignment of this alternative will
be considered. In Variation A, the
freeway/expressway would run slightly
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south of the main alignment,
approximately between 15th St. East
and Little Rock Wash near Palmdale. In
Variation B, the freeway/expressway
would run slightly south of the main
alignment between Oasis Rd. and
Caughlin Rd. East of the county line. In
Variation C, the freeway/expressway
would swing south of the main
alignment to tie into SR-18 near
Rimrock Rd.; (4)—Freeway/Toll Way.
This would consist of engineering
geometrics similar to Alternative 3 with
alterations made in coordination with a
Public Private Partnership (P3) analysis.
Variations A, B and C would also be
considered; (5)—Avenue P-8 Corridor,
SR-138 and SR-18 Improvements. This
would consist of engineering geometrics
similar to Alternative 3 between SR-14
and approximately 125th St. East. From
125th St. East, the route would curve
south until it joins the existing SR-138.
The existing SR-138 and SR-18 would
be widened between approximately
146th St. East and I-15. One of the
segments east of [-15, as described in
Alternative 3, would also be built as
part of this alternative; (6)—Freeway/
Expressway with right-of-way for a
potential High Speed Rail facility. This
would consist of engineering geometrics
similar to Alternative 3 with the
consideration of additional right-of-way
for a High Speed Rail (HSR) facility. If
an HSR facility is proven to be viable,
its engineering and environmental
analysis would be funded by others at
some later time, and; (7)—Freeway/Toll
Way with right-of-way for a potential
High Speed Rail facility. This would
consist of engineering geometrics
similar to Alternative 4 with the
consideration of additional right-of-way
for a High Speed Rail (HSR) facility.
This alternative would include a P3
analysis. If a HSR facility is proven to
be viable, its engineering and
environmental analysis would be
funded by others at some later time.

It is anticipated that the proposed
project may require the following
federal approvals and permits: A
Biological Opinion from the United
States Fish and Wildlife Service,
approval of a PM10 and PM2.5 Hot Spot
Analysis by the Conformity Working
Group for transportation conformity
determination under the Clean Air Act,
Section 401, 402 and 404 permits under
the Clean Water Act, and a Farmland
Conversion Impact Rating under the
Farmland Protection Policy Act.

Letters describing the proposed action
and soliciting comments will be sent to
appropriate Federal, State and local
agencies, Participating Agencies, Tribal
governments, and to private
organizations and citizens who have
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previously expressed or are known to
have an interest in this proposal. NEPA
requires the lead agency to conduct an
early and open process for determining
the scope of issues to be addressed and
for identifying the significant issues
related to a proposed action. In
compliance with NEPA, formal scoping
meetings will be held at the dates, times
and locations as described above. Public
notice will be given of the times and
place of each meeting. To ensure that
the full range of issues related to this
proposed action are addressed and all
significant issues identified, comments
and suggestions are invited from all
interested parties. Comments or
questions concerning this proposed
action and the draft EIS should be
directed to Caltrans at the address
provided above.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program Number 20.205, Highway Planning
and Construction. The regulations
implementing Executive Order 12372
regarding intergovernmental consultation on
Federal programs and activities apply to this
program.)

Issued on: September 20, 2010.
Cindy Vigue,
Director, State Programs, Federal Highway
Administration, Sacramento, California.
[FR Doc. 2010-23920 Filed 9-23-10; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-22-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Motor Carrier Safety
Administration

Sunshine Act Meetings; Unified Carrier
Registration Plan Board of Directors

AGENCY: Federal Motor Carrier Safety
Administration (FMCSA), DOT.

TIME AND DATE: October 14, 2010, 12
noon to 3 p.m., Eastern Daylight Time.

PLACE: This meeting will take place
telephonically. Any interested person
may call 877.768.0032 passcode
4856462 to participate in this meeting
by telephone.

STATUS: Open to the public.

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: The Unified
Carrier Registration Plan Board of
Directors (the Board) will continue its
work in developing and implementing
the Unified Carrier Registration Plan
and Agreement and to that end, may
consider matters properly before the
Board.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: MTr.
Avelino Gutierrez, Chair, Unified
Carrier Registration Board of Directors at
(505) 827-4565.

Issued on: September 21, 2010.
Larry W. Minor,
Associate Administrator for Policy and
Program Development.
[FR Doc. 2010-24183 Filed 9-22-10; 4:15 pm]
BILLING CODE 4910-EX-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY

Submission for OMB Review;
Comment Request

September 20, 2010

The Department of the Treasury will
submit the following public information
collection requirements to OMB for
review and clearance under the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995,
Public Law 104-13 on or after the date
of publication of this notice. A copy of
the submissions may be obtained by
calling the Treasury Bureau Clearance
Officer listed. Comments regarding
these information collections should be
addressed to the OMB reviewer listed
and to the Treasury PRA Clearance
Officer, Department of the Treasury,
1750 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW., Suite
11010, Washington, DC 20220.
DATES: Written comments should be
received on or before October 25, 2010
to be assured of consideration.

Internal Revenue Service (IRS)

OMB Number: 1545-0015.

Type of Review: Revision of a
currently approved collection.

Title: United States Estate (and
Generation-Skipping Transfer) Tax
Return.

Form: 706 and schedules.

Abstract: Form 706 is used by
executors to report and compute the
Federal Estate Tax imposed by IRC
section 2001 and the Federal GST tax
imposed by IRC section 2601. IRS uses
the information to enforce these taxes
and to verify that the tax has been
properly computed.

Respondents: Individuals or
households.

Estimated Total Burden Hours:
2,046,350 hours.

OMB Number: 1545-0026.

Type of Review: Extension without
change to a currently approved
collection.

Title: Return by a U.S. Transferor of
Property to a Foreign Corporation.

Form: 926.

Abstract: Form 926 is filed by any
U.S. person who transfers certain
tangible or intangible property to a
foreign corporation to report
information required by section 6038B.

Respondents: Private Sector:
Businesses or other for-profits.
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Governor's Office of Planning and Research

State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit

Cathleea Cox
Acting Director

Amnold Schwarzenegger
Govemnor

Notice of Preparation

September 28, 2010

lo: Reviewing Agencics

Re: High Desert Corridor (New State Route - 138)
SCH# 2010091084

Auached for your review and comment is the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the High Descrt Corridor (New State
Route - 138) draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR)

Responsible agencies must transmit their comments on the scope and content of the NOP, focusing on specific -
information related to their own statutory responsibility, within 30 days of receipt of the NOP from the Lead
Agency. This is a courtesy notice provided by the State Clearinghouse with a reminder for you to comment ina

timely manner. We encourage other agencics to also respond to this notice and express their concerns eatly in the

environmental review process.

Please direct your comments to

Karl Price

California Department of Transportation, District 7
100 South Main Street, MS-16A

Los Angeles, CA 90012-3606

with a copy to the State Clearinghouse in the Office of Planning and Research. Please refer to the SCH number
noted above in all correspondence concerning this project
If you have any questions about the environmental document review process, please call the State Clearinghouse at

(916) 445-0613

Sincerely,

. 5 »
%M :

Scott Morgan

Director, State Clearinghouse

Attachments

cc: Lead Agency

1400 TENTH STREET P.O. BOX 3044 SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 956812-3044
TEL (916) 446-0613 FAX (916) 323-3018 www.opr.ca.gov
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Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Base

SCH# 2010091034
Project Title  High Desert Corridor (New State Route - 138)
Lead Agency Caitrans #7

Type NOP Notice of Preparation

Description NOTE: Reference SCH# 2009031021

ert Corndor-New
oute 14 in Los Angeles County to State Route

Caltrans 13 formally initiating studies for the proposed t
project (also known as the E-220 Corridor) from State
18 in San Bernardino County

f Palmdale with the Town of Apple Valley. The new

slignment will connect the City

ay is ~63 miles long Impravemer

Ihe proposed
o this corridor are considered necessary lo

freewaylexg
provide for the existing and projected traffic demand attributed to growth and increasing developments

in the no Victor Valley region of San Bemardino

rn portion of Los Angeles County and th

Lead Agency Contact
Name Karl Price
Agency California Department of Transportation, District 7

Phone (213) 837-1839 Fax
email
Address 100 South Main Street, MS-16A

City Los Angeles State CA Zip 90012-3606
Project Location

County lLos Angeles, San Bernardino

City

Region

Cross Streets

Lat/Long

Parcel No.

Township Range Section Base

Proximity to:

Highways SR-138 SR 18,1-15.8
Airports
Railways
Waterways
Schools
Land Use

Project Issues

Reviewing | ur \ger Department of Conser ( fi } ), o partment of Par
Agencies  and b astic ler Rasou c s Bt
: i e, Region b, Oflice of tm ent Agern alifornia; Native
n Hernitaage mmission: Public Ulilities ik g srmmission: California
Hig! v Patrol rees Board, Transportation Projacts. Regional Water Quality Control Board
L 4. Reg Juality Control Bd  Region 6 (Victorville)
Date Received  09/28/2010 Start of Review 12010 End of Review 10/27/2010
] ] n
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September 27, 2010 6:00 P.M. to 8:00 P.M.
Larry Chimbole Cultural Center

38350 N. Sierra Highway

Palmdale, CA 93550

September 28, 2010 6:00 P.M. to 8:00 P.M.
Lancaster City Hall

Emergency Operations Center

44933 Fom cl‘vo !nst‘u from Northside Parking Lot)

September 29, 2010 6:00 P.M. to 8:00 P.M.
Town of Valley

Park and Recreation Department, Ward Room
14955 Dale Evans Parkway
Apple Valley, CA 92307

loptombcr 30, 2010 6:00 P.M. to 8:00 P.M.
City of Victorville
Conference Room D

14343 Civic Drive
Victorville, CA 92393

: L!'-.'%i .',,i  Los Angeles CO|San Bernardino CO
Palmdale { Lake Los Angeles 5. | | Mirage

]

jand Cenler

Littlerock . g

0 15 3 [ 9 12
L

WHAT IS BEING PLANNED? CALTRANS (California
Department of Transportation) is proposing to construct a new @
Metro atans

freeway/expressway connectin, ofg the City of Palmdale in Los

Angeles County and the Town of Apple Valley in San Bemardino

County. The new proposed freeway/expressway is

ppraximately: 40 Huios long. hitp:/www.dot.ca. gov/dist07ravel/projecis/1 38hdc/
WHY THIS NOTICE? CALTRANS is inviting you Para mas informacién en espafiol

to this open house to provide you with information

about this and to solicit your comments and suggestions.

Exhibits a ut the ect will be available for viewing alol “We're here to get you therel”
with CALTRANS sta to provide additional information an

answer your questions.

WHO TO CONTACT? If you have questions regarding

this open house, please contact Osama Megalla, Project
Manager at 213-897-0520.
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El 27 de Septiembre 2010 6:00 P.M. to 8:00 P.M..
En el Centro Cultural Larry Chimbole

38350 N. Sierra Highway

Palmdale, CA 93550

El 28 de Septiembre 2010 6:00 P.M. to 8:00 P.M.
de L City Hall V/

En el Centro de Op de
44933 Fern Ave (Enter from Northside Parking Lot)
Lancaster, CA 93534

El 29 de Septiembre 2010 6:00 P.M. to 8:00 P.M.
alle;
en i
1 Dale Evans Parkway
Apple Valley, CA 92307

El 30 de Septiembre 2010 6:00 P.M. to 8:00 P.M.
Ciudad de Victorville
Conference Room D

14343 Civic Drive
Victorville, CA 92393

o ~  Los Angeles CO|San Bernardino CO

l.akogl.‘o»sgg,unsa_lta_s,j§ | _El. Mirage

Pi\olan Phogn 89

QUE SE PLANIFICA? CALTRANS (EI Departamento
e Transporte de California) propone construir una nueva @ :

gutﬁpist:‘l qu? contlacté' Iac| C(;uga(/i_\ deI P?/In?ldale en Ie(I:Co‘;\d;\do

e Los Angeles y la Ciudad de Apple Valley en el Condado ;

de San Bernarndino. La autopista propuesta es de Metro @tuans
aproximadamente 50 millas de largo. http://www.dot.ca.gov/dist07 travel/projects/138hdc/
¢POR QUE ESTE AVISO? Caltrans le invitaa Para mas informacién en espafiol
este Open House para ofrecerle informacién sobre este

proyecto y para solicitar sus comentarios y sugerencias.

Exposiciones sobre el proyecto estaran disponibles junto “We're here to get you therel”
con el personal de CALTRANS para proporcionar inform

acion adicional y responder a sus preguntas.

¢A QUIEN CONTACTAR? Sitiene preguntas con

respecto a este Open House, por favor contacte a Osama

Megalla, Director del Proyecto al numero 213-897-0520.

December 2010
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Cantornia Newspaper dervice Bureau®
Public Notice Advertising Since 1934
Tel 1-800-788-7840 © Fax 1—&00-474«9444

Local Offices and
Los Ageles, Santa Ana. San Diego, lnm‘s.nwdm
San Francisco, Oakland, San Jose, Santa Rosa, Sacramento
‘Special Services Available in Phoenix

DECLARATION

| am a resident of Los Angeles County, over the age
of eighteen years and not a party to any or interested in the
matter noticed.

The notice, of which the annexed is a printed copy
appeared in the:
ANTELOPE VALLEY PRESS

Sppomaite < L2 2 o g

WHAT IS IENQI'LANNED?

On the following dates:
Sept. 23 & 26, 2010

| certify (or declare) under penalty of perjury that the
foregoing is true and correct.

Dated at Los Angeles, California, this
26" day of September 2010

M G

3. Townof. ':hllw(s
‘zo.zuw 6:00 (o 800 PM. at the

t,
4. Victorville (San Bernardino County) -

msmwsﬂopmmc«nmmn.uwmc.
Vim'wla. 92393,

Signature

1949293

“The only Public Norice which is justifiable
from _the standpoint of true economy and the public interest,
is that which reaches those who are affected by it™

Rev. 11/09 Daly Journal Corporasion, 915 East First Street, Los Angeles, CA 90012

TR A

*xAOOOOO1T9

mqulra spedal aeoommodaﬁon

3)-39485 at least 7 da pnorto
'mgi ) quuuud l*:m %Pubﬂcw

735-2929 mk:a Line at 1‘600-

:‘malm
irs Office
date.

taic)

§’

%

CONTACT

this study or an nsmﬂh%:f.

For more information
Karl Price at 213—897-1839 If ynu hava wnm

lobannnmallirg this project, plea eomactushy

November 1, 20
m-o“" J. Kosinski, Deputy District Di

Environmental Planning (07-HDC [u.w mm

les, CA 90012

“We're here to get you there!”
WWW. dou:l uovldluoﬂmwllpmjmhh Sahdcl

1oo Somn Main SM us.m .
Los Angel e

December 2010
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA—BUSINESS. TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING AGENCY ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER. Govemnor

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DISTRICT 7 i

100 MAIN STREET, SUITE 100

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012-3606

PHONE (213) 897-0362 Flex your power!
FAX (213) 897-0360 Be energy efficient!

TTY (213) 897-9797

September 20, 2006

The Honorable Tom Lackey
Councilmember, City of Palmdale
38300 Sierra Highway, Suite A
Palmdale, CA 93550

RE: Notice of Scoping for the High Desert Corridor

Dear Councilmember Lackey:

Caltrans is formally initiating studies for the proposed High Desert Corridor - New State Route
138 project (also known as the E-220) from State Route 14 in Los Angeles County to State Route
18 in San Bernardino County. An Environmental Impact Statement/ Environmental Impact
Report (EIS/EIR) will be prepared. The attached map indicates the boundaries of the proposed
study.

The proposed project will connect the City of Palmdale with the Town of Apple Valley and is
approximately 63 miles long. Improvements to this corridor are considered necessary to provide
for the existing and projected traffic demand attributed to growth and increasing developments in
the northern portion of Los Angeles County and the Victor Valley region of San Bernardino
County.

The following alternatives are under consideration:

1. No-Build;

2. Transportation System Management/Transportation Demand Management (TSM/TDM).
This includes various operational investments, policies, and low capital cost
improvements aimed at improving goods movement, passenger auto and transit travel in
the High Desert Corridor study area;

3. Freeway/Expressway. This would consist of a route with a controlled-access freeway in
some areas and an expressway in others, depending on what is warranted by traffic
demand. Interchange locations will be determined based upon traffic projections.
Variations in the alignment in at least three locations will also be studied;

4. Freeway/Toll Way. This would consist of engineering geometrics similar to Alternative 3
with alterations made in coordination with a Public Private Partnership (P3) analysis;

5. Avenue P-8 Corridor, SR-138 and SR-18 Improvements. This would consist of
engineering geometrics similar to Alternative 3 between SR-14 and approximately o
St. East. From 125™ St. East, the route would curve south until it joins the existing SR-
138. The existing SR-138 and SR-18 would be widened between approximately 146" St.

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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East and I-15. One of the segments east of I-15, as described in Alternative 3, would also
be built as part of this alternative;

6. Freeway/Express Way with right-of-way for a potential High Speed Rail facility. This
would consist of engineering geometrics similar to Alternative 3 with the consideration of
additional right-of-way for a High Speed Rail (HSR) facility. If a HSR facility is proven
to be viable, its engineering and environmental analysis would be funded by others, and;

7. Freeway/Toll Way with right-of-way for a potential High Speed Rail facility. This would
consist of engineering geometrics similar to Alternative 4 with the consideration of
additional right-of-way for a High Speed Rail (HSR) facility. This alternative would
include a P3 analysis. If a HSR facility is proven to be viable, its engineering and
environmental analysis would be funded by others.

Four public scoping meetings have been scheduled to solicit initial comments on these
alternatives. The scoping review period is from Monday, September 27 to Monday, November 1,
2010. The meeting locations and times are as follows:

1) Palmdale, CA on September 27, 2010, 6 P.M. to 8 P.M.
Larry Chimbole Cultural Center, 38350 North Sierra Highway, Palmdale, CA 93550

2) Lancaster, CA on September 28, 2010, 6 P.M. to 8 P.M.
Lancaster City Hall, Emergency Operations Center, 44933 Fern Avenue, Lancaster,
CA 93534

3) Apple Valley, CA on September 29, 2010, 6 P.M. to 8 P.M.
Town of Apple Valley Development Services Building Conference Center, 14955 Dale
Evans Parkway, Apple Valley, CA 92307

4) Victorville, CA on September 30, 2010, 6 P.M. to 8 P.M.
City of Victorville Conference Room D, 14343 Civic Drive, Victorville, CA 92393

Please send your written comments or suggestions by November 1, 2010 to:
Caltrans
Division of Environmental Planning (HDC-New SR-138 Project No. 80)
100 South Main Street, Mail Stop-16A
Los Angeles, CA 90012-3606
If you need any additional information or have any questions regarding this project, please
contact either myself, at (213) 897-0362 or Ron Kosinski at (213) 897-0703. Thank you for your
interest in this important transportation project.
Sincerely,
MICHAEL MILES

District Director

Enclosures: Project Map

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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The Honorable Diane Feinstein

U.S. Senator

11111 Santa Monica Blvd. Suite 915
Los Angeles, CA 90025

The Honorable Kevin McCarthy
Congressman, 22" District
4100 Empire Dr., Suite 150
Bakersfield, CA 93309

The Honorable David Dreier
Congressman, 26" District

510 East Foothill Blvd., Suite 201
San Dimas, CA 91773

The Honorable George Runner
Senator, 17" District

848 W. Lancaster Blvd., Suite 101
Lancaster, CA 93534

The Honorable Steve Knight
Assemblyman, 36™ District
41319 12th St. W., Suite 105
Palmdale, CA 93551

The Honorable Brad Mitzelfelt
Supervisor, 1% District County of San
Bernardino

385 N. Arrowhead Ave., 5th Fl.

San Bernardino, CA 92415-0110

The Honorable Jim Nehmens
Mayor, City of Adelanto
P.O. Box 10

Adelanto, CA 92301

The Honorable Steve Baisden
Councilmember, City of Adelanto
P.O. Box 10

Adelanto, CA 92301

The Honorable Scott A. McCauley
Councilmember, City of Adelanto
P.O. Box 10

Adelanto, CA 92301

The Honorable Ronald D. Smith
Vice Mayor, City of Lancaster
44933 North Fern Ave,
Lancaster, CA 93534

The Honorable Barbara Boxer
U.S. Senator

312 N. Spring St., Suite 1748
Los Angeles, CA 90015

The Honorable Buck McKeon
Congressman, 25 District
1008 W. Ave M-14, Suite E-1
Palmdale, CA 93551

The Honorable Jerry Lewis
Congressman, 41 District
1150 Brookside Ave., Suite J-5
Redlands, CA 92373

The Honorable Roy Ashburn
Senator, 18" District

5001 California Ave., Room 105
Bakersfield, CA 93309

The Honorable Anthony Adams
Assemblyman, 59" District

540 W. Baseline Rd. Suite 16
Claremont, CA 91711

The Honorable Michael D. Antonovich
Supervisor, 5" District County of Los
Angeles

1113 W. Avenue M-4, Suite A
Palmdale, CA 93551

The Honorable Trinidad Perez

Mayor Pro Tempore, City of Adelanto
P.O. Box 10

Adelanto, CA 92301

The Honorable Charley B. Glasper
Councilmember, City of Adelanto
P.O. Box 10

Adelanto, CA 92301

The Honorable R. Rex Parris
Mayor, City of Lancaster
44933 North Fern Ave,
Lancaster, CA 93534

The Honorable Ken Mann
Councilmember, City of Lancaster
44933 North Fern Ave,

Lancaster, CA 93534

The Honorable Sherry Marquez
Councilmember, City of Lancaster
44933 North Fern Ave,

Lancaster, CA 93534

The Honorable Ed Sileo
Councilmember, City of Lancaster
44933 North Fern Ave,

Lancaster, CA 93534

The Honorable Tom Lackey

Mayor Pro Tempore, City of Palmdale
38300 Sierra Hwy, Suite A

Palmdale, CA 93550-4611

The Honorable Steve Hofbauer
Councilmember, City of Palmdale
38300 Sierra Hwy, Suite A
Palmdale, CA 93550-4611

The Honorable Peter Allan
Mayor, Town of Apple Valley
14955 Dale Evans Parkway,
Apple Valley, CA 92307

The Honorable Scott Nassif
Councilmember, Town of Apple Valley
14955 Dale Evans Parkway,

Apple Valley, CA 92307

The Honorable Rick Roelle
Councilmember, Town of Apple Valley
14955 Dale Evans Parkway,

Apple Valley, CA 92307

The Honorable Mike Rothschild

Mayor Pro Tempore, City of Victorville
14343 Civic Dr.

Victorville, CA 92392

The Honorable Terry E. Caldwell
Councilmember, City of Victorville
14343 Civic Dr.

Victorville, CA 92392

The Honorable Bill Guild
President, Littlerock Town Council
P.O. Box 190

Little Rock, CA 93543

December 2010
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The Honorable Sherry Marquez
Councilmember, City of Lancaster
44933 North Fern Ave,

Lancaster, CA 93534

The Honorable James C. Ledford, Jr.
Mayor, City of Palmdale

38300 Sierra Hwy, Suite A
Palmdale, CA 93550-4611

The Honorable Mike Dispenza
Councilmember, City of Palmdale
38300 Sierra Hwy, Suite A
Palmdale, CA 93550-4611

The Honorable Laura Bettencourt
Councilmember, City of Palmdale
38300 Sierra Hwy, Suite A
Palmdale, CA 93550-4611

The Honorable Bob Sagona

Mayor Pro Tempore, Town of Apple Valley
14955 Dale Evans Parkway,

Apple Valley, CA 92307

The Honorable Ginger Coleman
Councilmember, Town of Apple Valley
14955 Dale Evans Parkway,

Apple Valley, CA 92307

The Honorable Rudy Cabriales
Mayor, City of Victorville
14343 Civic Dr.

Victorville, CA 92392
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The Honorable Jeffrey Hillinger
Councilmember, Littlerock Town Council
P.O. Box 190

Little Rock, CA 93543

The Honorable Dennis Tetu
Councilmember, Littlerock Town Council
P.O. Box 190

Little Rock, CA 93543

The Honorable Hugo Estrada

Alternate Councilmember, Littlerock Town
Council

P.O. Box 190

Little Rock, CA 93543

The Honorable Jamie Jones

Alternate Councilmember, Littlerock Town
Council

P.O. Box 190

Little Rock, CA 93543

The Honorable Wendy Lentz
Treasurer, Littlerock Town Council
P.O. Box 190

Little Rock, CA 93543

The Honorable JoAnn Almond
Councilmember, City of Victorville
14343 Civic Dr.

Victorville, CA 92392

The Honorable Tom Fidger

Vice President, Littlerock Town Council
P.O. Box 190

Little Rock, CA 93543

The Honorable Ryan McEachron
Councilmember, City of Victorville
14343 Civic Dr.

Victorville, CA 92392

The Honorable David Cleveland
Secretary, Littlerock Town Council
P.O. Box 190

Little Rock, CA 93543

The Honorable Carl Iannalfo

Alternate Councilmember, Littlerock Town
Council

P.O. Box 190

Little Rock, CA 93543

The Honorable Cleta Smith

Alternate Councilmember, Littlerock Town
Council

P.O. Box 190

Little Rock, CA 93543

The Honorable Abbe Hofstein
Councilmember, Littlerock Town Council
P.O. Box 190

Little Rock, CA 93543
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TATE OF CALIFORNIA—BUSINESS. TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING AGENCY ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER. Governor

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION @
DISTRICT 7
100 MAIN STREET, SUITE 100

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012-3606

PHONE (213) 897-0362 Flex your power!
FAX (213) 897-0360 Be energy efficient!
TTY (213) 897-9797

September 20, 2010

07-LA-HDC (New SR-138/E-220)
Project No. 80

To: Cooperating Agencies, Responsible Agencies, Review agencies, and others interested in the
High Desert Corridor

RE: Invitation to an Agency Scoping meeting for the High Desert Corridor on September 27 in
Adelanto.

Dear Sir/Madam:

Caltrans is formally initiating studies for the proposed High Desert Corridor - New State Route
138 project (also known as the E-220) from State Route 14 in Los Angeles County to State Route
18 in San Bernardino County. An Environmental Impact Statement/ Environmental Impact
Report (EIS/EIR) will be prepared. The attached map indicates the boundaries of the proposed
study.

The proposed project will connect the City of Palmdale with the Town of Apple Valley and is
approximately 63 miles long. Improvements to this corridor are considered necessary to provide
for the existing and projected traffic demand attributed to growth and increasing developments in
the northern portion of Los Angeles County and the Victor Valley region of San Bernardino
County.

The following alternatives are under consideration:

1. No-Build;

2. Transportation System Management/Transportation Demand Management (TSM/TDM).
This includes various operational investments, policies, and low capital cost
improvements aimed at improving goods movement, passenger auto and transit travel in
the High Desert Corridor study area;

3. Freeway/Expressway. This would consist of a route with a controlled-access freeway in
some areas and an expressway in others, depending on what is warranted by traffic
demand. Interchange locations will be determined based upon traffic projections.
Variations in the alignment in at least three locations will also be studied,

4. Freeway/Toll Way. This would consist of engineering geometrics similar to Alternative 3
with alterations made in coordination with a Public Private Partnership (P3) analysis;

5. Avenue P-8 Corridor, SR-138 and SR-18 Improvements. This would consist of
engineering geometrics similar to Alternative 3 between SR-14 and approximately 125t
St. East. From 125™ St. East, the route would curve south until it joins the existing SR-

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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138. The existing SR-138 and SR-18 would be widened between approximately 146™ St.
East and I-15. One of the segments east of I-15, as described in Alternative 3, would also
be built as part of this alternative;

6. Freeway/Express Way with right-of-way for a potential High Speed Rail facility. This
would consist of engineering geometrics similar to Alternative 3 with the consideration of
additional right-of-way for a High Speed Rail (HSR) facility. If a HSR facility is proven
to be viable, its engineering and environmental analysis would be funded by others, and;

7. Freeway/Toll Way with right-of-way for a potential High Speed Rail facility. This would
consist of engineering geometrics similar to Alternative 4 with the consideration of
additional right-of-way for a High Speed Rail (HSR) facility. This alternative would
include a P3 analysis. If a HSR facility is proven to be viable, its engineering and
environmental analysis would be funded by others.

Four Public Scoping Meetings have been scheduled in the corridor and details are provided on
the enclosed flyer. You are invited to a special Agency Scoping Meeting which will be held in
the City of Adelanto on Monday, September 27, 2010 from 1:00 P.M. to 2:00 P.M at the:

Adelanto Parks and Recreation Center
11555 Cortez Avenue
Adelanto, CA 92301

Please send your written comments or suggestions by November 1, 2010 to:
Caltrans
Division of Environmental Planning (HDC-New SR-138 Project No. 80)
100 South Main Street, Mail Stop-16A
Los Angeles, CA 90012-3606
If you need any additional information or have any questions regarding this project, please
contact either myself, at (213) 897-0703 or Karl Price at (213) 897-1839. Thank you for your

interest in this important transportation project.

Sincerely,

RONALD KOSINSKI
Deputy District Director

Enclosures: Project Map
Public Meeting Notice

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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Carol Legard-Federal Highway Liason
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation-
Office of Federal Agency Programs

1100 Pennsylvania Avenue NW

Suite 809- Old Post Office Building
Washington DC 20004

Susan Sturges

| US Environmental Protection Agency-

‘ Region 9, Environmental Review Office
Community and Ecosystems Division
75 Hawthorne Street

San Francisco, CA 94105

Federal Railroad Administration
Office of Policy and Plans

400 7™ Street, SW

Washington, DC 20590

Hector Villalobos, Field Manager
Bureau of Land Management
Ridgecrest Field Office

300 S. Richmond Rd.
Ridgecrest, CA 93555

California Air Resources Board
1001 "I" Street

P.O. Box 2815

Sacramento, CA 95812

Scott Harris

California Department of Fish and Game-
South Coast Region 5

4949 Viewridge Avenue

San Diego, CA 92123

California Department of Fish and Game
Eastern Sierra — Inland Deserts Region (6)
Regional Manager

3602 Inland Empire Boulevard, Suite C-220
Ontario, CA 91764

Mr. Milford Wayne Donaldson, SHPO
Office of Historic Preservation
Department of Parks and Recreation
1725 23" St., Ste. 100

Sacramento, CA 95816

County of Los Angeles

Department of Regional Planning
Richard Bruckner, Director of Planning
Attn: Anthony Curzi

320 West Temple Street, 13" Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90012-3225

County of San Bernardino
Department of Public Works
Mazin Kasey, Deputy Director for
Transportation

825 East Third St.

San Bernardino, CA 92415

William Velasquez

US Department of Housing and Urban
Development, CPD Field Office Director
611 West 6™ Street, Suite 800

Los Angeles, CA 90017

U.S Department of Energy

Office of Environmental Management
1000 Independence Ave., SW, Rm. 4G-064
Washington, DC 20585

Mark Cohen, Senior Program Manager
U.S. Corps of Engineers

915 Wilshire Blvd.

Los Angeles, CA 90017-3401

Roxie Trost, Field Manager
Bureau of Land Management
Barstow Field Office

2601 Barstow Road
Barstow, CA 92311

California Energy Commission

Media and Public Communications Office
1516 Ninth Street, MS-29

Sacramento, CA 95814-5512

Mr. Joe Serna Jr.

California Department of Toxic Substances
Control

P.O. Box 806

Sacramento, CA 95812-0806

California Department of Parks and
Recreation

Tehachapi District

43779 15th Street W

Lancaster, CA 93534-4754

Mojave Desert Air Quality Management
District

14306 Park Ave

Victorville, CA 92392

Southern California Association of
Governments

Huasha Liu, Director, Land Use &
Environmental Planning Department
818 W. Seventh Street, 12th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90017

County of Los Angeles
Department of Public Works
900 S. Fremont Ave.
Alhambra, CA 91803

US Department of Commerce
Environmental Review Section

14™ & Constitution NW Room 6800
Washington DC 20230

Regional Director

Federal Emergency Management Agency
Region IX, Bldg. 105

Presidio, CA 94129

Natural Resources Conservation Service
Attn: Legislative and Public Affairs
Division

P.O. Box 2890

Washington, DC 20013

Ventura Field Office-

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
2493 Portola Road, Suite B
Ventura, CA 93003

California Department of Conservation
801 K Street, MS 24-01
Sacramento, CA 95814

Mr. Jay Cass

California Regional Water Quality Control
Board — Lahontan Region

Victorville Branch Office

14440 Civic Drive, Suite 200

Victorville, CA 92392

Antelope Valley Air Quality Management
District

43301 Division St., Ste. 206

Lancaster, CA 93535-4649

Southern California Association of
Governments

Rich Macias, Director, Transportation
Planning Department

818 W. Seventh Street, 12th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90017

County of San Bernardino

Department of Public Works

Brendon Biggs, Deputy Director for Planning
825 East Third St.

San Bernardino, CA 92415

Ms. Deborah Barmack

San Bernardino

Associated Governments

1170 W. 3rd Street, 2nd Floor
San Bernardino, CA 92410-1715
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Brian S. Ludicke

Planning Director, City of Lancaster
44933 Fern Avenue

Lancaster, CA 93534

Asoka Herath

Planning Director, City of Palmdale
38250 Sierra Highway

Palmdale, CA 93550

Mat Havens-Facilities Manager
Palmdale School District
39139-49 North 10™ Street East
Palmdale, CA 93550

Carol Rush-Principal
Head Start

975 East Avenue P-8
Palmdale, CA 93550

Jae Lee, District Conservationist-Lancaster
Service Center

Natural Resource Conversation Service
44811 North Date Avenue

Lancaster, CA 93535-3152

Bill Webb, AICP

City of Victorville, Planning Department
14343 Civic Dr.

Victorville, CA 92392

Lori Lamson, Assistant Director of
Community Development, Town of Apple
Valley

14955 Dale Evans Parkway

Apple Valley, CA 92307

Ar. William C. Withycombe

J.S Federal Aviation Administration
Vestern Pacific Region

5000 Aviation Blvd.

.awndale, Ca 90261

bureau of Indian Affairs

)fice of Public Affairs MA-4542-MIB
849 “C” Street, N. W.

Vashington, D.C.20240

As. Tonya Moore

“alifornia Department of Fish and Game
07 W. Line Street

Jishop, CA 92392

Eileen Schoetzow

Airports and Facilities Planning Division
1 World Way Suite 225

Los Angeles, CA 90045

Eldon Heaston

Antelope Valley AQMD

43301 Division Street, Suite 206
Lancaster, CA 93535-4649

Joyce Swift-Facilities Planning Technician
Palmdale School District

39139 North 10" Street East

Palmdale, CA 93550

Tom Plenys

US Environmental Protection Agency-
Region 9 Environmental Review Office
75 Hawthorne Street

San Francisco, CA 94105-3901

Rick Gomez, AICP

City of Adelanto, Director of Public Works
City Hall

11600 Air Expressway

Adelanto, Ca 92301

Amer Jaker,

Director of Public Works
14343 Civic Drive

PO Box 5001

Victorville, CA. 92393-5001

Brad Miller, Town Engineer
Town of Apple Valley
14955 Dale Evans Parkway
Apple Valley, CA 92307

Mr. Mike fox

San Bernardino County Water Resources
Division

825 East Third Street

San Bernardino, Ca 92410

FCI Victorville Medium II
Federal Correction Institution
P. O. Box 5800

Adelanto, CA 92301

California Highway Patrol
14210 Amargosa Road
Victorville, CA 92392

SCCRA—Metrolink

Laurene Lopez-Community Relations-
Environmental Review Administrator
700 South Flower Street, 26 Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90017

Rosa Munoz, California Public Utilities
Commission

Junipero Serra Building

320 West 4™ Street

Los Angeles, CA 90013

Gregor Blackburn, CFM Branch Chief-Floodplain
Management and Insurance Branch

US Department of Homeland Security-Federal
Emergency Management Agency

1111 Broadway, Suite 1200

Oakland, CA 94607-4052

Jonathan D Snyder

Carlsbad Field Office

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

6010 Hidden Valley Road, Suite 101
Carlsbad, CA 92011

City of Adelanto, Planning Department
City Hall

11600 Air Expressway

Adelanto, Ca 92301

South Coast Air Qualiyt Management
District

21865 Copley Dr.

Diamond Bar, CA 91765

Mr. Walter Waidelich

Division Administrator

Federal Highway Administration
California Division

650 Capitol Mall, suite 4-100
Sacramento, CA 95814

Mr. Bruce Williams

Town Manager

Town of Apple Valley
14955 Dale Evans Parkway
Apple Valley, CA 92307

California Department of Transportation
Division of Aeronautics

1120 N. Street

Sacramento, CA 95814

Ms. Silvia Oey

California Air Resources Board
PTSD, 7" Floor

1001, I Street

Sacramento, CA 95812-2815
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Ar. Randy Scott

division Chief

wdvance Planning Division

“ounty of San Bernardino

85 N Arrowhead Ave., first Floor
.an Bernardino, Ca 92415-0182

Ar. Louis Nastro,

\sst. to the Commission
“alifornia state Park & Recreation
‘ommission

'.0. Box 942896

.acramento, CA 94296-0001

Ar. James Hart

’ity Manager

lity of Adelanto
0. box 10
wdelanto, CA 92301

Ar. John Valenzuela

‘ribal Council Chairperson

.an Bernardino Band of Mission Indians
0. Box 221838

lewhall, CA 91322
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Mr. Randy Hill

Victor Valley Water District
17185 Yuma

Victorville, CA 92393

Mr. Mark Sedlacek

Los Angeles Dept. of Water and Power
111 N. Hope Street, Room 1050

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Mr. Mike Podegracz
City Manager

City of Hesperia
15776 Main Street
Hesperia, CA 92345

Mr. Larry Myers

Executive Secretary

Native American Heritage Commission
915 Capitol Mall, Room 364
Sacramento, CA91322

Mr. Robert Sydnor

California Department of Conservation
Division of Mines and Geology

801 “K” Street, MS 12-32
Sacramento, CA 95814

Loga Olds

Interim Manager

Victor Valley Wastewater Reclamation
Authority

15776 Main Street, # 3

Hesperia, CA 92345

Mr. Richard Rowe

City Manager

City of Barstow

220 East Mt. View Street
Barstow, CA 92311
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* FACT SHEET

7, et High Desert Corridor (HDC)

New State Route 138 freeway/Expressway Project™

Project Location:

The proposed project is located in the High Desert area of Los Angeles and San Bernardino Counties and extends for a
distance of approximately 63 miles between SR-14 in Palmdale and SR-18 in Apple Valley. In Los Angeles County, the
HDC roughly follows the Avenue P-8 corridor. In San Bernardino County, the HDC runs slightly south of El Mirage
Road and then follows Air Expressway Road near I-15. East of I-15, the proposed route curves south until it ends at
State Route 18 in the Town of Apple Valley at Bear Valley Road. Please see attached map for further details.

-}ful_'mse and Need for the Project:

attributed to residential growth and increasing developments in the Antelope, Victor, and Apple Valley areas. . This
growth is resulting in inadequate capacity and accessibility along the existing east-west roadways as well as an
increasing demand for goods movement corridors and access to regional airports.

Project Description:
The proposed project involves the construction of a new freeway/expressway and possible tollfgcﬂlty The alternatives
under consideration are dependent on expected traffic demands between SR=14 and I-15. Alterhathes :

include: 4 ;

1. No-Build: Future conditions in the HDC study area wnh&g?iplementmg the project: 4
2. Transportation System Management/Transportation Démand Management (TS
operational investments and policies aimed at 1m&pv%goo¢s movement, passenger aﬁ

3. Freeway/Express Way:
Involves construction of a freeway in some areas émd an expx%way in othe&depe‘nd

Variations in alignment in at least three locations Will also be stadied as shown op Lhe atfach
4. Freeway/Toll Way: An alignment similarto Altefriative 3, With alterations mads
Public Private Partnership (P3) analysis. Vananons’ A‘htand ( would also be gﬂ
5. Avenue P-8 Corridor, SR-138 and SR-18 Improvements: An ahgnm‘é‘t ‘
SR- 14 and approximately 125" Street East. From 125" Street E}mt the route &ould ‘curve southy
the existing SR-138. The existing SR-138 and SR-18" would be wi ened between ¢ appro)pm Chygl
. East and 115/ ]‘he gment east of SR-395 would also be, mcludedﬁdescnbed in Adt -u_; ative
G- 7 Freewa xpfe_}l’ay with right-of-way for a potential High S i
A allgnment!s‘!mﬂar 10 Alternative:3 with the conmdeﬁl’n?of additional'

w559 :
¥ .!wc s

av/T oll Wav with nght-of-wav fora potentml High Speed 't_
gzglent simila to Al{ematlve 4 with the considération of additional right -o - f
1ons of grade and alignment will be incorporated into and studied with the bu

8. Freeway/Toll Way/Expressway/TSM/TDM (Hybrid): Involves engineerij
Alternative 3 and 4 with a combuﬁuon that consists of eithera Freeway/Toll ¥

yomn TSM/TDM.

F

Environmental Process:

$ N

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires state and local agencies to analyze and disclose the

potential environmental impacts of major projects. The National Enyironmental Policy Act (NEPA) is the féﬁera'l law
that requires federal agencies to analyze potential environmental impacts of major federal actions. The propbs d ect

is subject to reyiew under both CEQA and NEPA and an, EJR/EIS will be prepared for this project..

Project Milestone Dates:
Public Outreach - Ongoing Public Scoping Meetings- September 2010  Public Hearings- Winter 2012
Notuc of Intent - September 2010 Draft EIS/EIR — Fall 2012 Final EIR/EIS- Spring 2013

divided arterial highway with full control access and with grade separations at intersections.
An arterial highway with at least partial control acc hich may or may not be divided or have grade separations at intersections.

We’re here to get you there!
http://www.dot.ca.gov/dist07/travel/projects/138hdc
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High Desert Corridor

Proposed Alternatives

1. No-Build;

2. Transportation System Management/Transportation Demand Management (TSM/TDM).
This includes various operational investments, policies, and low capital cost
improvements aimed at improving goods movement, passenger auto and transit travel in
the High Desert Corridor study area;

3. Freeway/Expressway. This would consist of a route with a controlled-access freeway in
some areas and an expressway in others, depending on what is warranted by traffic
demand. Interchange locations will be determined based upon traffic projections.
Variations in the alignment in at least three locations will also be studied;

4. Freeway/Toll Way. This would consist of engineering geometrics similar to Alternative
3 with alterations made in coordination with a Public Private Partnership (P3) analysis;

5. Avenue P-8 Corridor, SR-138 and SR-18 Improvements. This would consist of
engineering geometrics similar to Alternative 3 between SR-14 and approximately 125"
St. East. From 125™ St. East, the route would curve south until it joins the existing SR-
138. The existing SR-138 and SR-18 would be widened between approximately 146" St.
East and I-15. One of the segments east of I-15, as described in Alternative 3, would also
be built as part of this alternative;

6. Freeway/Express Way with right-of-way for a potential High S ced Rail facility. This
would consist of engineering geometrics similar to Alternative 3 with the consideration of
additional right-of-way for a High Speed Rail (HSR) facility. If a HSR facility is proven
to be viable, its engineering and environmental analysis would be funded by others, and;

7. Freeway/Toll Way with right-of-way for a potential High Speed Rail facility. This would %
consist of engincering geometrics similar to Alternative 4 with the consideration of
additional right-of-way for a High Speed Rail (HSR) facility. This alternative would
include a P3 analysis. If a HSR facility is proven to be viable, its engineering and
environmental analysis would be funded by others.

30
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High Desert Corridor Project

Potential Resource Impacts

1) Biological Resources

a.

=0 oo0 T

a.
b.
c.

Littlerock Wash

Big Rock Wash

Mojave River

Upper and Lower Mojave River Narrows area and Apple Valley Dry Lake
Potential desert tortoise habitat

Potential Mojave ground squirrel habitat

2) Cultural Resources

Native American archaeological sites
Historic structures
Paleontological resources

3) Socio/Economics

a.

Potential acquisition right-of-way acquisition

b. Growth Inducement

4) Visual Quality and Aesthetics

a.

Potential effects on scenic resources or affect to the existing visual character
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— To identify issues to
= environmental docul

Project Location  (i3s

Your Role in Scopmg [136)
1.) When? - Early in the EIRI.IEIS pmeéss -y., £ £y
2.)Who? - The public + fedn(al s@e and mn:&a;%
;)‘wmm - Identify potential altema es, ussuesawnﬁt's'
bg‘enaj and the level of detailin the analysis. T

) SR 3
e o
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Proposed Project (136) PrOJect Purpose & Need ®
+ Location: runs east-west e iR The Need:
near the existing Avenue « Significant growth has ooqe
Roue T4 19 100M Siset Az oPosVichor MR
for approximately 10 + Existing east-west trendlng
miles hand!e existing and future tral
”ﬁmmmw 4-lane -136 is belnghsed !
o S ot
to 50' s:re“ét

Project Purpose & Need @ Project Purpose & Need @
The Purpose: 1) N - Significant growth has and is projected to r@#lq’me
+ Increase capacity of east-west roadways to handeéx}s;ing Antelope, Victor and Apple Valley aréas
and future traffic :" I:\acr"e:;: capacity of east-est roadways to handle wﬁm and
« Improve accessibility witﬁ'f‘ and belween com&nmigﬂb i g %
High Desert area 2) N - Existing east-west trending roadwak are nﬁau#
* “Meet existing and future demands for goods myemeﬁg " existing and future traffic N
R Provide improved aceess (o ) egional 4.{‘» 3 :-1?9'0\”%5@'“!'@[03@4 betw rﬂ°§ in
"+ Provide an altemative emergency ea;{;gwrﬁdor inthe s g Qeser 8 Rl ‘ s
eventof an earthguake or other disaste S N £8N :
3 3) N- Theexnshhg%ﬂ&ahmgwedsslha w
i &""“ r@tobu(lsno!s\ﬂﬁclem e b RS
p- 4 £ - " > : Moel existing and future demmds for goods mdnmenl
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4 N- Raaml
St of the em-vmt.
g ’P  improved access

5) N- The existing SR-138, sn-

o Freeway Connector
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50t Street Interchange

Schedule @
Project Milestone D tesx ; }g"'
’ Ry

Public Outreach ‘\ &ngo@g{g“
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Project Contact for Comments or to

Environmental Document Type @
R, 7 A be included on th@ mallmg lij
"% & F AT Ronald J. Kosinski t“(
+ CEQA- Enwronmental Impact Rep e Deputy District Director ™ 3 %
. NEPA-EnwronmentaT|n1pact8ta [ Division of Environmental ﬁfannmg g B
W 'Galtrans> trict 7 A
Sout aln Street, Mailstop
| Los Angelss 'CA 90012

qea.."o.-w
wm&wc

Thank you for your interest in this
project.
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